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SENATE
MoNDAY, JANUARY 23, 1939
(Legislative day of Tuesday, January 17, 1939)

. 'The Senate met in executive session at 12 o’clock merid-
ian, on the expiration of the recess.
THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by unanimous consent, the
reading of the Journal of the proceedings of the calendar
day Friday, January 20, 1939, was dispensed with, and the
Journal was approved.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the President of the United
States were communicated to the Senate by Mr, Latta, one
of his secretaries.

CALL OF THE ROLL

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President, at this point I suggest the
absence of & quorum, and ask for a roll call.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Sen-
ators answered to their names:

Adams Donsahey Reed
Andrews Downey La Follette Reynolds
Ashurst Ellender Lee Russell
Austin Frazier Lewls Schwartz
Balley geeorsa ml:odge g;]:geill;ednbsch
Bankhead Ity gan D
Barbour Gibson Lucas Bhipstead
Barkley Gillette Lundeen Smathers
Bilbo Glass MeCarran Smith

Bone Green McKellar Stewart
Borah Gufifey McNary Taft

Bridges Gurney Maloney Thomas, Okla
Bulow Hale Mead Thomas, Utah
Burke Miller Tobey

Byrd Hatch Minton Townsend
Byrnes Hayden Murray

Capper Herring Neely

Caraway Hill Norris Vandenberg
Clark, Idaho Holman Nye Van Nuys
Clark, Mo. Holt O'Mahoney Wagner
Connally ughes Pepper Wheeler
Dangher Johnson, Calif. Pittman ‘White

Davis Johnson, Colo. Radcliffe Wiley

Mr. LEWIS. I announce that the Senator from Louisiana
[Mr. OverroN] is absent from the Senate because of illness.

The Senator from Michigan [Mr. Brown] and the Senator
from New Mexico [Mr. Cravez] are detained on important
public business. ]

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Warsg] is absent
attending a conference of Governors of the New England
States on the flood-control problem.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ninety-two Senators have an-
swered to their names. A guorum is present.

WORK RELIEF AND RELIEF—REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIA-
TIONS—VIEWS OF MINORITY

As in legislative session,

Under authority of the order of the Senate of the 20th
instant, Mr. Apams, from the Committee on Appropriations,
to which was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 83)
making an additional appropriation for work relief and relief
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1939, reported it on Jan-
uary 21, 1939, with amendments, and submitted a report
(No. 4) thereon.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, out of order, I ask unani-
mous consent——

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understands from the
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Bargrey] that at the end of
the executive session he hopes to have the Senate resume
legislative session for the purpose of the presentation of
petitions, the introduction of bills and resolutions, and fo
have & message read from the President, otherwise the
Chair would submit the message of the President at this
time. If Senators desire to go into legislative session to
introduce resolutions and bills, and so forth, the Chair, of
course, will entertain such a motion.

Mr. McEELLAR. No.

Mr. McNARY. I would object to going into legislative ses-
sion. I think we should clean up the Executive Calendar.
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Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, let me make a statement,
On last Friday unanimous consent was given the Committee
on Appropriations to make a report on the joint resolution
(H. J. Res. 83) making an additional appropriation for work
relief and relief for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1939. I
do not know whether or not the majority report has been
printed, but I desire to file minority views; and, inasmuch as
the majority report is now in the Printing Office, I desire to
ask unanimous consent that the minority views may be
printed at once.

Mr. McNARY. I think that consent was given by the Sen-
ate on Friday, although, of course, it may be renewed today.

Mr. McKELLAR. I ask unanimous consent, on behalf of
the minority, to have printed the views of the minority.

Mr. BARELEY. I think it would be assumed that the con=
sent given the committee to make a report would carry with
it the right to file minority views as well as the majority
report.

Mr, KING. There is no doubt of that.

Mr. McKELLAR. If that be so, that is all I desire.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Under the general rules, the
committee report is one thing and the minority views another.

Mr. BARKLEY. In view of the desire to have these docu-
ments printed together, I think that there might be an excep-
tion made, and if necessary, that the Senator from Ten-
nessee might be permitted to file the minority views.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection, as in legisla-
tive session, to the Senator from Tennessee filing the views of
the minority?

Mr. BORAH. Mr, President, I do not desire to object, of
course, but I desire to ask if the hearings have been printed
as yet?

Mr. McKELLAR. They have been.

Mr. BORAH. And are they available?

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes; they are available,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request
of the Senator from Tennessee? The Chair hears none, and
it is so ordered.

(Mr. McKELLAR, as & member of the Committee on Appro-
priations, submitted the views of the minority of that com-
mittee to accompany the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 83) mak-
ing an additional appropriation for work relief and relief
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1939, which were ordered
to be printed as pt. 2 of Rept. No. 4.)

NOMINATION OF HARRY L. HOPKINS TO BE SECRETARY OF COMMERCE

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, Will the Senate
advise and consent to the nomination of Harry L. Hopkins
to be Secretary of Commerce? [Putting the question.]

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I rise not for the purpose of
delivering a speech or making any unnecessary remarks, but
because I am sure there are some Senators who desire to ad=
dress the Senate on the subject of the pending nomination:
and, therefore, I did not want the Vice President to proceed
too rapidly.

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is the duty of the Chair to put
the question that is pending before the Senate if no Senator
seems to care to address the Senate.

Mr. McNARY. I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Adams Clark, Idaho Harrison McCarran
Andrews Clark, Mo. Hatch

Ashurst Connally Hayden MecNary
Austin Danaher Herring Maloney
Balley Hill Mead
Bankhead Donahey Holman Milier
Barbour Downey Holt Minton
Barkley Ellender Hughes Murray
Bilbo Frazler Johnson, Calif, Neely
Bone George Johnson, Colo, Norris
Borah Gerry ing ye
Bridges Gibson La Follette O’'Mahoney
Bulow Gillette e Pepper
Burke Glass Lewlis Pittman
Byrd Green Lodge Radcliffe
Byrnes Guffey Logan

Capper Gurney Lucas Reynolds
Caraway Hale Lundeen



Bchwartz Bmith Tobey Van Nuys
Schwellenbach  Stewart Townsend Wagner
Bheppard Taft Truman Wheeler
Shipstead Thomas, Okla. Tydings White
Smathers Thomas, Utah Vandenberg Wiley

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ninety-two Senators hav-
ing answered to their names, there is a quorum present.

Mr. BYRNES. Mr. President, I do not intend to consume
any of the time of the Senate with reference to the confirma-
tion of the nomination of Mr, Hopkins. However, I do wish
to insert in the REcorp a statement made before the commit-
tee by Mr. William Averell Harriman, chairman of the Busi-
ness Advisory Council of the Department of Commerce.

Mr. Harriman appeared before the committee asking the
privilege of making a statement endorsing Mr. Hopkins for
the office of Secretary of Commerce and recommending the
confirmation by the Senate of his appointment. He did not
act officially in behalf of the council, but stated that because
of his position as chairman of the council he desired to make
the statement which I ask to insert in the Recorp. I ask
also to have his statement followed by a list of the member-
ship of the Business Advisory Council. These gentlemen be-
long to both political parties. The character of the member-
ship will be some indication to the Senate of the kind of man
Mr. Harriman is and should be of interest in connection with
the statement he made in favor of the confirmation of Mr.
Hopkins’ nomination.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the matter
referred to by the Senator from South Carolina will be printed
in the REcorbp.

The statement of Mr. Harriman is as follows:

STATEMENT OF WILLIAM AVERELL HARRIMAN, CHAIRMAN OF THE BUSI-
NESS ADVISORY COUNCIL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE, NEW
YORK CITY

The CHAalRMaAN. Give us your name.

Mr. HarrimMan. Willlam Averell Harrlman,

The CHAmEMAN. Your address?

Mr., HaprimaN. 59 Wall Street.

The CHAIRMAN. Your occupation?

Mr. HapgiMan. I am a partner of Brown Bros., Harriman & Co,,
private bankers, and chairman of the board of the Union Pacific
Ralilroad Co.

The CHAIRMAN. You wish to make a statement? Proceed.

Mr. Harriman, In addition to those activities I am at the present
time chairman of the Business Advisory Council for the Depart-
ment of Commerce, and as such I am very much interested in this
appointment,

I have asked you for the privilege of appearing before you gentle-
men to endorse Mr. Hopkins for this position, and to express my
faith in him in this position, and my belief in his ability, and
my expectation that he will fill the position with competence and
honor.

I have known Mr. Hopkins since the spring of 1933. I came fto
the conclusion that he was well equipped to handle this position
prior to my discussing the policies that he intends to pursue in
that position.

I noticed in the newspapers that there were rumors about the
possibility of his appointment. I gave the matter very serious
consideration, and came to the decision that I have stated prior to
discussing them with him.

It has been my privilege to spend hours with him since his ap-
pointment, and it is my conviction that he has a real grasp of the
problems. He has appeared before you very modestly and said that
he does not know much about these problems, but from my dis-
cussion I have had with him I believe he does understand the
problems.

His experience in dealing with the unemployment situation has
brought him in contact with a great many businesses, and he has
been here studying in his own way the things that have caused
unemployment. I find that he has a grasp of them. And when he
makes up him mind what he wants to do it is my belief that he
will move in directions that are sound and in the interest of the
stimulation of business.

The CHAmMAN, Let us get what you mean by that. What do
you mean by that. What do you mean by the directions that are
sound? Let us get some ldea of your meaning.

Mr. Hagriman, Mr. Hopkins' views or my views?

The CHAIRMAN. No; you said that you believed that he would
move in directions that are sound. You have some ground for that
statement., I should like to know what you think are sound
directions,

Mr. HarrimaN, I will be glad to generalize on that question. I
think one of the difficulties of the present situation has been the
lack of understanding of objectives between business and govern-
ment. In connection with that the council is on record to the
President a year ago indicating the directions in which the Council
felt that the administration and business could move for the
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advantage of the country. The council has been advising the Sec-
retary of Commerce since the spring of 1933. It has expressed
its independent point of view on many ocecasions to the Secretary
and to the President. The President has released some of those
reports, and they are & matter of record. Now, those generally
indicate that there are some fronts in which a closer understanding
of objective and method between government and business would
be helpful for the economy, and I believe Mr. Hopkins has a grasp
of those problems, What he is going to do I do not know, because
in my talks with him I suppose most of the time he was asking me
questions.

Mr. BYRNES. Mr, President, I ask that the clerk read the
list of the membership of the Business Advisory Council,
which I send to the desk., It will consume but a minute.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the
clerk will read as requested.

The Legislative Clerk read as follows:

BusiNess ApvisorYy COUNCIL FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

W. A. Harriman, chairman,

Charles A, Cannon, vice chairman.

Clarence Francis, vice chairman.

De Lancey Eountze, vice chairman.

Prentiss L. Coonley, assistant to the chairman.

Walter White, assistant to the chairman.

E. Willard Jensen, executive secretary.
MEMBERS

F. B. Adams, chalrman of the executive committee, Air Reduction
Co., 60 East Forty-second Street, New York, N. Y.

William L. Batt, president, 8. K. F. Industries, Inc., Front Street
and Erie Avenue, Phuadelphia Pa,

John D. Biggers, president, Libbey-Owens-Ford Glass Co., Toledo,
Ohio.

James F. Brownlee, president, Frankfort Distilleries, Inc., Louis-
ville, Ky.

Charles A, Cannon, president, Cannon Mills Co., Kannapolis, N. C.

W. Dale Clark, president, The Omaha National Bank, Omabha,
Nebr.

William L. Clayton, chairman of board, Anderson, Clayton & Co.,
Cotton Exchange Building, Houston, Tex.

‘W. Howard Cox, president, The Union Central Life Insurance
Co., Cincinnati, Ohio.

William H. Danforth, chairman of the board, Ralston Purina Co.,
St. Louis, Mo.

R. R, Deupree, president, the Procter & Gamble Co., Cincinnati,
Ohio.

William C. Dickman, president, American Locomotive Co., 30
Church Street, New York, N. Y.

Gano Dunn, president, J. G. White Engineering Corporation, 80
Broad Street, New York, N. ¥.

Robert G. Elbert, 599 Madison Avenue, New York, N. Y.

W. Y. Elliott, department of government, Harvard University,
Cambridge, Mass.

John H. Faliey, Chairman, Federal Home Loan Bank Board, First
Street and Indlana Avenue NW., Washington, D. C.

T. Austin Finch, president, Thomasville, Chair Co., Thomasville,
N.C.

Robert V, Fleming, president, the Riggs National Bank, Wash=
ington, D. C.

James F. Fogarty, president, the North American Co., 60 Broadway.
New York, N. Y.

M. B. Folsom, treasurer, Eastman Kodak Co., 343 Sta.te Street,
Rochester, N. Y.

Clarence Francis, president, General Foods Corporation, 250 Park
Avenue, New York, N. Y.

H. B. Friele, vice president, the Nakat Packing Corporation,
Dexter Horton Building, Seattle, Wash.

A. P. Greensfelder, president, Fruin-Colnon Contracting Co.,
Merchants-Laclede Building, St. Louis, Mo.

Rolland J. Hamilton, president, American Radiator Co., 40 West
Fortieth Street, New York, N. ¥,

Henry I. Harriman, division of metropolitan planning New Eng=
land Power Building, 441 Stuart Street, Boston, Mass.

W. A. Harriman (chairman of the council), chairman of the
board, Union Pacific Rallroad Co., New York, N. Y.

Henry H. Heimann, executive manager, National Association of
Credit Men, 1 Park Avenue, New York, N. Y.

Charles R. Hook, president, the American Rolling Mill Co., Middle=
town, Ohio.

William A. Julian, the Treasurer of the United States, Washing=
ton, D. C.

H. P, Kendall, president, the Kendall Co., 140 Federal Street,
Boston, Mass,

Fred I. Kent, treasurer, National Industrial Conference Board,
100 Broadway, New York, N. Y.

De Lancey Kountze, chairman of the board, Devoe & Reynolds
Co., Inc., 1 West Forty-seventh Street, New York, N. Y.

Morris E. Leeds, president, Leeds & Northrup Co., 4901 Stenton
Avenue, Philadelphia, Pa.

C. K. Leith, department of geology, University of Wisconsin,
Madison, Wis. ;

Paul W. Litchfield, president, the Goodyear Tire & Rubber Co.,
1144 East Market Street, Akron, Ohio.
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Earl M. McGowin, vice president, W. T. Smith Lumber Co., Inec,,
Chapman, Ala.

George H. Mead, president, Mead Corporation, Dayton, Ohlo.

D. M. Nelson, vice president, Sears, Roebuck & Co., Chiecago, Ill.

J. C. Nichols, president, J. C. Nichols Investment Co., 310 Ward
Parkway, County Club Plaza, Kansas City, Mo.

George A. Sloan, 60 Broadway, New York, N. Y.

E. T. Stannard, president, Eennecott Copper Corporation, 120
Broadway, New York, N. Y.

E. R, Stettinius, Jr., chairman, United States Steel Corporation,
71 Broadway, New York, N. ¥.

R. Douglas Stewart, vice president, Quaker Oats Co., 141 West
Jackson Boulevard, Chicago, Ill.

Gerard Swope, president, General Electric Co., 570 Lexington
Avenue, New York, N. XY,

Walter C. Teagle, chairman of the board, Standard Oil Co.
(N. J.), 80 Rockefeller Plaza, New York, N. Y.

J. T. Trippe, president, Pan American Alrways System, Chryslex
Bullding, New York, N. Y.

Thomas J. Watson, president, International Business Machines
Corporation, 500 Madison Avenue, New York, N. Y.

Sidney J. Welnberg, partner, Goldman, Sachs & Co., 80 Pine
Street, New York, N. Y.

Samuel P, Wetherill, president, Wetherill Engineering Co., Inc.,
1402 Morris Building, Philadelphia, Pa.

W. H. Wheeler, Jr., vice president, Pitney-Bowes Postage Meter
Co., Stamford, Conn.

A. D. Whiteside, president Dun & Bradstreet, Inc,, 200 Broadway,
New York, N. Y.

H. Hyer Whiting, 1201 Hobart Building, San Francisco, Calif.

8. Clay Williams, chairman of the board, R. J. Reynolds Tobacco
Co., Winston-Salem, N. C.

R. W. Woodruff, president, the Coca-Cola Co., 101 West Tenth
Btreet, Wilmington, Del.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr, President, I desire to make an
Inquiry of the Senator from South Carolina, Because of the
confusion in the Chamber, I was unable to hear all that
was said. I am sure the Senator is not suggesting, merely
because Mr. Harriman appeared as a personal witness before
the committee, that that carries with it the implication that
the entire advisory council is joining Mr. Harriman in rec-
ommending the confirmation of Mr. Hopkins’ nomination,

Mr. BYRNES. Mr. President, the Senator from Michigan
states that he did not hear all that I said. If he had been
able to hear it, he would have heard me say that Mr. Har-
riman did not say he was speaking in behalf of the council
as a result of any action taken by them. He said that he was
speaking because, as chairman of the Business Advisory
Council, he was interested in this question. I had the list
of the membership read because the membership which
has just been read elected Mr. Harriman as its chairman.

Mr. VANDENBERG. This the membership created by
Mr. Roper while he was Secretary?

Mr. BYRNES. Originally the council was created by the
Secretary. According to my information, members have
been added by the council. I may say to the Senator from
Michigan also that I happen to know that on the day Mr.
Harriman appeared three members of the council came to
Washington voluntarily for the purpose of testifying, I
know that one of them, Gen. Robert G. Elbert, of the council,
asked about making a statement. Mr. Donald Comer also
desired to make a statement. They were advised by friends
that the committee did not think it necessary to go into any
exhaustive hearing along that line.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Is this the same group which threat-
ened two or three times during the past year or two to resign
because of its dissatisfaction with the general trend of
affairs?

Mr. BYRNES. I never heard of the group doing that.
If they were a group who wanted to resign because of gen-
eral dissatisfaction, I cannot understand why they did not
resign. If they expressed that view and thereafter did not
resign, I think they must have concluded that they had been
misinformed by the Senator from Michigan or some other
person and changed their minds after they had learned the
facts and desired to continue in office,

Mr. VANDENBERG. Or else they lost their nerve; one or
the other.

Mr. BYRNES. If the Senator from Michigan wants to say
that some of the gentlemen whose names have been read
lost their nerve, he may say if. I think they have just as
much courage as has the Senator from Michigan.
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Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from South
Carolina whether he will state for the Recorp how this com-
mittee of whom he speaks is really made up, by whom
appointed, and from what sources it comes.

Mr. BYRNES. Mr. President, I understand that the
Business Advisory Council was originally formed at the sug-
gestion of the Secretary of Commerce, Mr. Roper. There-
after its members were appointed on the suggestion of this
group of businessmen, who have themselves selected mem-
bers to serve representing the various industries of the
country.

Mr. LEWIS. What is it they do? What office are they
assumed to perform?

Mr. BYRNES. They come to Washington once a month
and present to the Department of Commerce and to the
President their views about the business of the country, and
express their aims and hopes with reference to the relation-
ship between business and Government.

Mr. LEWIS. May I assume that if they had had objection
to Mr. Hopkins they could have expressed it to the President;
that it was within their power so to do?

Mr. BYRNES, Of course, Mr. President. On the con-
trary, there can be no question that the members of this
council feel that the appointment is in the interest of good
relations between business and Government, and will be
productive of good.

Mr. SCHWELLENBACH., Mr. President, I wish to speak
briefly upon the pending question. I had not intended to
discuss the confirmation of the nomination of Mr. Hopkins
until the debate of last week, but I think it is desirable
that during the course of the discussior someone make the
statement which I intend to make.

I intend to vote for the confirmation of Harry Hopkins’
nomination without making any apologies for the fact that I
intend to vote in that way, without making any apologies for
anything Harry Hopkins has-ever done. I think Harry Hop-
kins is an honest, capable administrator. I think he has done
a marvelous job as Administrator of the Works Progress
Administration.

It has been interesting, in going through the Recorp, to see
that one by one speeches have been made in opposition to
Mr. Hopkins which started out with the statement that the
speaker appreciated the fact that no votes would be changed
by the speech which was about to be made. I do not know
Jjust why those speeches were made if those who were speaking
realized that they were not going to get any results from their
speeches. I am inclined to believe that most of the speeches
which have been made with reference to Mr, Hopkins, in oppo-
sition to him, have not heen directed at Mr. Hopkins, but have
been directed at the President of the United States and are
part of the effort which is being carried on, and has been
carried on for these last 2 years, to attempt to break down the
confidence which the American people have in the President
of the United States and the confidence which they have in
the Government of the United States.

I wish to say to those who are so free in their criticism, who
are so free in their efforts to destroy this confidence, that
they are doing precisely the same thing in this country that
was successfully done in some of the countries of Europe, and
which resulted in breaking down the democracies in various
parts of the world. With world conditions as they are, with
conditions in this country as they are, this is no time to let
personal peeve or partisan politics destroy the confidence of
the' American people in their Government,

It has been rather amusing to me fo see some of the
Republican Members of this body rise and attempt to drape
themselves around with a mantle of purity and, in discus-
sing the Works Progress Administration, complain because
of some politics. One thing can be said—and the Repub-
lican Members of this body should appreciate that fact—
that while the Works Progress Administration was carrying
on the biggest job which has ever been handled in this
country, spending more money than ever has been spent
by any man in this country, it has not been possible to point
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a finger of suspicion at Mr. Hopkins’ administration so far
as honesty is concerned.

If it were not tragic it would be amusing to think of
members of the Republican Party, some of whom were here
during the days of Mr, Harding, Mr. Daugherty, and Mr.
Fall, one of whom sat in the Cabinet during that period of
time with those gentlemen, during the greatest saturnalia
of corruption this Nation has ever seen, having the temerity
to come and attempt to maintain that there is some purity
in the position they take. I cannot believe that 6 short years
of being out of office has made the Republican Party pure.
It has made many of the members of that party very hun-
gry, because they have not been on the pay roll; but it has
not been able to purge from the minds of the American
people the memory of the corruption which was rife during
the 1920’s.

As I have said, Harry Hopkins was placed in charge of
the biggest and most difficult problem any man has ever
had under his control in this Nation. We have here a re-
port from the so-called Sheppard committee, and I have
read it all. The remarkable thing is that, with all of the
Members of this body in constant contact with Mr. Hop-
kins and all of them desirous of having this or that to do
with the efforts of the Works Progress Administration, there
was so little politics in relief as was disclosed by the Shep-
pard committee report.

I might say that when I speak in behalf of Harry Hopkins
I speak in behalf of a man with whom I had probably the
most disagreeable fight I have ever had in my life. I was
amused the other day at the Senator from West Virginia
[Mr. Hort] assuming, as he did, that those of us who hap-
pened to support the administration were able to get proj-
ects or appointments. He calls us administration “yes”
men; he can call me that if he cares to, but he cannot
impute to me a motive and imply that I am an administra-
tion supporter merely in order to get some projects for my
State or secure some appointment.

There are different ideas about these things. It happens
to be my idea that when I go out to the people of my State
and pledge myself in a campaign to a program of support of
the President of the United States, it is a solemn pledge, and
I do not think I have any right to come here and break the
word which I gave to the people of the State. I think it is
an honorable thing to carry out my word, and I am rather
surprised that those who do not agree with that point of
view feel free to attack those of us who do entertain that
opinion and attempt to impugn our honesty and our motives,

As I have stated, I was amused at what the Senator from
West Virginia said in his remarks last week, because, so far
as I am concerned, I have never been able to get any ap-
pointments from the Works Progress Administration. I
think that fully 90 percent of the administrative staff of
the Works Progress Administration in my State belongs to
the Republican Party, and I am constantly receiving reso-
lutions from Democratic clubs protesting against that situa-
tion. That is the kind of politics we have in the Works
Progress Administration in my State; and that is the State
about which I know.

The Senator from West Virginia states that those of us
who support the administration can get projects through
which should not be undertaken. During my 4 years here
I have had put through two projects which were contrary to
the rules of the Works Progress Administration. They were
for two country schools, which I visited and inspected. The
schools which were being used and occupied were fire traps,
and the lives of several hundred pupils were endangered
every day. 'That is the only time that Harry Hopkins veered
to the slightest extent from the rules and regulations which
were laid down.

A number of years ago a great lawyer in this country said

that we should not forget that every son of man travels an

unbeaten path, a road beset with dangers and temptations
which no other traveler knew, and that his footsteps should
only be judged in the light of the strength he had, the
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burden he had carried, and every motive, open and secret,
that impelled him here and there.

To a greater extent than any other man engaged in our
Government Harry Hopkins traveled an unbeaten path. The
money which was appropriated for the Works Progress
Administration was appropriated by the Congress, and there
is not a Member of this body, though there were objections
here and there to some parts of the appropriations, who
did not approve some sort of an appropriation for work
relief in this country.

The burden Mr., Hopkins carried was made heavier by
the fact that this body itself insisted on having the right
of confirmation of State directors of the Works Progress
Administration. The Members of this body, by and large,
during the last 5 years have done everything they could
to try to have something to do with the administration of
the Works Progress Administration in their own States.

In the light of everything that has happened, considering
the employment of millions upon millions of people and the
expenditures of billions of dollars, I think it remarkable that
even this bitter partisan opposition has not been able to point
to one thing which was dishonest or corrupt., I think that
not only should the nomination of Harry Hopkins be con-
firmed, but I think there is due to him and due to his
administration some measure of apology from those who are
now making use of this opportunity in an attempt to smear
the President of the United States.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Will the
Senate advise and consent to the nomination of Harry L.
Hopkins to be Secretary of Commerce?

Mr. McNARY. I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore., The clerk will call the
roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following
Senators answered to their names:

Adams Donahey King Reed
Andrews Downey La Follette Reynolds
Ashurst Ellender Lee Russell
Austin Frazler Lewls, Schwartz
Bailey George Lodge SBchwellenbach
Bankhead Gerry Logan Sheppard
Barbour Gibson Lucas Bhipstead
Barkley Glllette Lundeen Smathers
Bilbo Glass MecCarran Smith

Bone Green McKellar Stewart
Borah Guffey McNary Taft

Bridges Gurmney Maloney Thomas, Okla
Bulow Hale Mead Thomas, Utah
Burke Harrison Miller Tobey

Byrd Hatch Minton Townsend
Byrnes Hayden Murray Truman
Capper - Herring Neely Tydings
Caraway Hill Norris Vandenberg
Clark, Idaho Holman Nye Van Nuys
Clark, Mo. Holt O'Mahoney Wagner
Connally Hughes Pepper Wheeler
Danaher Johnson, Calif, Pittman White

Davis Johnson, Colo. Radcliffe Wiley

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ninety-two Senators have
answered to their names. A quorum is present.

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, because of the fact that I
served as a member of the Sheppard committee, and am
also a member of the Commerce Committee, which consid-
ered the pending nomination, I feel it appropriate that I
should express myself at least briefly concerning the pending
nomination.

It seems to me that an effort was made in commitiee, and
has been made here upon the floor, to give importance to the
fact that there was not more in the way of political offenses
found by the committee than is catalogued in the committee
report. I think it should be noted in this connection that
the Sheppard committee was appointed in June; that it
held its first meeting, if my recollection is correct, on the
17th of June; that no member of the committee had pre-
vious experience in work of this character; that its staff was
as inexperienced as the committee membership itself; that
the investigators were hurriedly gathered together without
great knowledge on the part of the committee as to their
particular qualifications for this character of work; that the
committee was limited by the terms of the resolution to
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investigations in those States in which a senatorial election
was held, and that the committee acted only upon specific
charges filed before it for which there seemed to be some
measure of substantiation either in the letters or in the affi-
davits submitted. In the face of these facts I think it is
most astonishing that the committee found what the record
discloses, and that it is not significant and not important
what the committee did not find.

I wish to emphasize in the next place, Mr. President, that
the Sheppard committee was not seeking evil in the W. P. A.
I think the Senate will be ready to accept my assurance that
at least the majority members of the committee would have
been most pleased if they had found nothing which they
felt under obligation to report to the Senate with respect to
W. P. A. and its activities. I think that majority would
have been glad if the facts before them justified the com-
mittee in exonerating, not only Mr. Hopkins but the entire
organization, of political activity of any sort or character.

I desire to emphasize next, Mr. President, that the commit-
tee investigators were not head hunters. I am warranted in
the statement—and the chairman of the Sheppard committee
can correct me if I am in error—that every investigator sent
out was informed and cautioned that he must proceed in his
task without prejudice, without bias; that he was expected fo
search only for the truth and to report the truth as he saw
the truth to the committee.

Mr. President, these were the general circumstances, and
that is the spirit in which the Sheppard committee under-
took its investigations.

The discussion before the Senate has ranged somewhat
widely. Reference has been made to various States. But
because there has been an effort, so it seems to me, to convey
the impression that the offenses found by the Sheppard com-
mittee were the acts of local politicians, that the conduct to be
censured was that of subordinate officers of the W. P. A. only,
and in particular because I think there has been more of a
disposition to challenge the findings of the committee with
respect to the activities in the State of Kentucky than else~
where, I want in what I shall say to limit myself largely to the
State of Kentucky.

I can refer to but three or four matters, and to those only
most generally. First, I direct the attention of the Senate
to the Stokes’ charges, so-called. The Stokes' charges ap-
peared in two editions of a group of newspapers throughout
the country. The first was of June 6 and the second was of
June 13. The principal importance, so it seems to me, of the
Stokes’ charges is not in the detailed specifications found in
them, but is rather in the fact that a respectable newspaper
investigator and reporter, after personal investigation upon
the ground, believed conditions existed which justified him
in publishing throughout the country the charges which were
carried in the press of the Nation.

The publication of these charges brought knowledge to the
W. P. A. of intolerable conditions in the State of Kentucky,
or at least it brought knowledge to them that responsible
persons believed these conditions to exist in that State.

What did Mr. Hopkins do with respect to the Stokes’
charges? Within 2 weeks after their publication he had
taken notice of them; he had sent investigators into the
State of Kentucky; these investigators had undertaken that
investigation and completed their study of conditions; they
had made their reports to Mr. Hopkins; Mr. Hopkins had
studied those reports and he had prepared that lengthy
broadside which appeared in the press on June 30. Mr,
Hopkins moved with celerity; he moved promptly; he did as
thorough a job of whitewashing as has ever come to my
knowledge, No one was punished as the result of those
charges of Mr, Stokes. No one was disciplined as the result
of those charges and the findings of the investigators with
respect to them. No one was discharged. On the contrary,
the full implication of the announcement of Mr. Hopkins
was that the W. P. A, could go full speed ahead in their
political activities, not alone in that State of Kentucky but
throughout the Nation., The committee of the Senafe, after
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its own investigation, with Mr. Hopkins conclusions before
it, sustained these charges in their majority and in their
substance.

The Stokes’ charges were not the first knowledge of politi-
cal activity brought to the attention of the W. P. A. As
early as March 3 the State administrator of Kentucky had
notice that requests for lists of certified workers were com-
ing into headquarters from political organizations in that
State. On March 3 he wrote a letter saying that these re-
quests were not to be responded to by his subordinates, but
were to be submitted to him in the head office of the W. P. A.
in the State.

Finally there came a particular request from the head-
quarters of one ¢f the candidates for the United States Sen~
ate in Kentucky. What did the State administrator do
with respect to that request? He met it, and through his
subordinates he authorized a canvass that was to be carried
on in the first relief district of the State. That canvass was
thorough and systematic. It was conducted by means of
lists which were prepared in W. P. A. offices, by W. P. A.
employees, during W. P. A. working hours, and on paper
furnished by the political headquarters of one of the
candidates.

The lists went from the district supervisor in that particular
district down through 9 area timekeepers into the hands of
340 project timekeepers and the canvass was made. The can-
vass was of something like 18,000 certified W. P. A. workers
in 32 counties of the State of Kentucky. The canvass covered
more than one-quarter of all the certified W. P. A. workers
in the State of Kentucky. It not only covered those workers
but it made inquiries as to their families. When the canvass
was completed there was in W. P. A. headquarters detailed
information concerning over 17,000 W. P. A. workers in that
district and information concerning their families.

The blanks asking for various items of information were
brought into headquarters, and there the information upon
them was transferred to typewritten sheets. Then those
typewritten sheets in 32 counties of this first district in the
State of Kentucky were turned over to the local political
organizations of this candidate in the entire 32 counties of
the district.

It was suggested that this canvass was conducted so that
information might be carried to W. P. A. workers as to their
voting rights, how they might register, and information of
similar nature. However, the fact remains that the informa-
tion was turned over to the headquarters of only one political
candidate, and then the original lists were destroyed and no
other political candidate had opportunity to see the records.
The information included, when completed, a detailed canvass
with respect to some 35,000 or 40,000 voters in that district
and it was made available to the organization of a single
senatorial candidate. W. P. A. was in politics in this district.
The activity was not of local politicians, not of subordinate
officials, but of the highest administrative officials of W. P. A.
in the district.

Mr. MINTON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr, WHITE. I have only a limited time, and I hope the
Senator will not press a question.

Let us take the second district in the State of Kentucky.
In that district a canvass, somewhat similar to the canvass
carried on in the district to which I have just alluded, was
ordered by the district area engineer, and the information
sought was similar to that sought in the other district of
Kentucky. In this particular area, among other requests for
information on the forms, there was a space for “remarks.”
That item was not used in the first district to which I have
alluded. What was to be inserted under the heading ‘“re-
marks”?

Under “remarks” was to be stated whether or not, in the
opinion of the person checking, the person checked, the re-
lief worker, was favorable to the W. P. A. program and to
one of the candidates for the United States Senate in that
State. Such was the information called for by the blanks cir-
culated in the second district in the State of Kentucky.
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When the data were received they were analyzed, and then
the original data were destroyed and were not made generally
availahle,

In the third district in Kentucky, mimeographed forms
were used, as elsewhere. For what purpose were the mimeo~
graphed forms used? The forms were used to elicit informa-
tion of a definite political character. The information was
all gathered and made available for political purposes, and
to political ends.

Mr. President, I do not accept the theory that because a
nomination is to a Cabinet office it must be accepted as a
matter of course. The Constitution does not so suggest. The
office concerns not the President alone, but our commercial
and industrial life. The same obligation rests upon the Sen-
ate as in the case of other nominations. I do not propose to
approve the further surrender to the Executive of the consti-
tutional rights of this body and the abandonment of its sol-
emn obligations with respect to appointments.

The record of W. P. A. political activities, and of Mr. Hop-
kins' part therein, confronts the Senate. Some urge that
the admitted offenses were commiited by his subordinates,
and that he should not be held accountable. Others have
pleaded in the debate in a sort of confession in avoidance,
that the fault is not his, because in all that he did, in all that
he permitted, he but yielded to the demands of higher au-
thority. These are but the excuses of sophistry and subtlety.
Mr. Hopkins’ name is before the Senate. We must pass upon
him, and we are not privileged to consider others at this
time; others who may also be responsible.

Mr. President, has there been pernicious political dctivity
by Mr. Hopkins and the W. P. A.? I think the record dem-
onstrates it beyond peradventure. The admissions of Mr.
Hopkins and the record before us furnish an affirmative
answer, and no other answer can be found.

Have those who have been guilty of these offenses been
punished in any respect? They have not. With the record
known to Mr. Hopkins, his failure to discipline and remove
the offenders, those who have breached their trust to the
distressed of America, is as great an offense as the political
activities of which there is so general disapprobation.

The vote we are about to cast is of approval or of dis-
approval. It has never been made clear to me, Mr. Presi-
dent, how I can condemn a deed and exalt the doer thereof.
I cannot condemn the political activities of Mr. Hopkins, and
the activities for which he must stand chargeable, and vote
to reward him with higher political honors.

At almost the first meeting of the Sheppard committee
the chairman, with the authority of the committee, an-
nounced the objectives of the Senate resolution to be
maintenance of the integrity of the elective processes; preser-
vation of democracy at its most vital point, the ballot box,
and free exercise of the voting franchise; and, to that end,
the prevention of an improper use of money, or of any coer-
cion or intimidation by any person, group, or agency outside
or inside the Government. Did the committee statement
accurately reflect the objective of the Senate during the
last session of Congress? Does that sentiment find sanc-
tion in the conscience of the Senate today? By our votes
today we may serve the purpose announced, or we may
prove our disloyalty to it.

Mr. President, we boast of our right of free speech and
our free press; we take pride in our right of assembly; we
glory in our freedom of conscience and of worship, but these
are no more secure than is the freedom of the ballot. The
freedom of the ballot is in direct jeopardy if those, hungry
and without shelter, who, in poverty and distress, face a for-
bidding future, must accept political servitude as the price
of public relief in their misfortunes.

Mr. President, I feel constrained to vote against the con-
firmation of the nomination of Harry L. Hopkins.

Mr. MINTON. Mr. President, I had not intended to say
anything about the confirmation of Mr. Hopkins' nomination,
However, my recollection was refreshed by listening to the
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speech of my friend the junior Senator from Maine [Mr,
WarTel. I was just a little astonished that the Senator from
Maine should be so outraged at the puny charges which have
been laid at the door of Mr. Hopkins. I was surprised that
he could work himself into such a frenzy about “pernicious
political activity” and about the free exercise of the fran-
chise and the coercion of voters on W. P. A. and refer to
servitude as the price of their misfortune. That surprised
me because, Mr. President, in 1936 I was on the Committee
to Investigate Campaign Expenditures, which was similar to
the committee of which the Senator from Maine was a mem=-
ber during the last campaign. The committee of which I
was a member, as one of its duties in that campaign, found
it necessary to investigate some of the things that were going
on in Maine. The Senator who has just spoken, the junior
Senator from Maine [Mr. WHxiTe]l, was a candidate for
reelection in 1936 in Maine,

There is a statute in that State which provides that a
pauper may not vote, and the attorney general of the great
State of Maine, from which the eminent Senator who has
just spoken comes, had construed that statute to mean that
a man on W. P, A. was a pauper and could not vote in Maine;
the Republican organization in Maine was using that statute
and that construction of the statute by the attorney general
of the State of Maine to prevent poor, unfortunate people on
W. P. A. in the State of Maine from casting their votes, thus
pauperizing all those who were on W. P. A. because they
wanted to vote. They were going to apply the screws of that
statute to the poor, unfortunate people who were on W. P. A.
in Maine, and the Senator from Maine never had a word to
say about it.

The committee listened for a voice coming from the woods
in Maine that we would recognize as the soft and dulcet
tones of the Senator from Maine protesting that his State
should say that a pauper should not vote; but we listened
in vain for such a voice. The Senator from Maine never
said a word. Quite to the contrary, he was ready to accept
the votes that would come to him in 1936 by applying the
pauper statute of Maine and saying to the paupers in Maine,
as well as those on W. P. A., “You cannot vote.”

Here is what the report filed by the election committee in
1936 said:

Of major importance in this connection was the revelation that
election officials were threatening persons on the relief rolls that
they would not be permitted to vote in the election because, under
an interpretation of the law in Maine, they would be regarded as
paupers and disfranchised. After examining the law on the subject
Mr. Walter Myers, counsel for the committee, prepared a memoran-
dum reviewing the pauper laws in Maine, and expressing doubt as
to whether anyone receiving relief, even though it should come from
the State treasurer of Maine, would be disqualified as a voter. This
information was sent to State officials by the committee, and they
later clarified the situation by a new interpretation of the law.

But until the Campaign Expenditures Committee came
along and investigated that matter and called it to the atten-
tion of the country they were applying in Maine the pauper
statute to W. P. A. workers; they were not going to let them
vote: and the Senator from Maine had nothing to say about
ihat. “Pernicious political activity.” What more pernicious
political activity can Senators think of than for a State to
attempt to enforce such a dastardly law as that; a law that
would disfranchise poor people simply because they did not
have a job and the Government was going to give them an
opportunity to work? “Political activity.” The Senator from
Maine is outraged because of what was done in Kentucky;
but he never said a word about Maine in 1936.

I think I heard the Senator say that he was surprised not
at what the committee of which he was a member this year
found but at the things that it did not find; that he was sur-
prised not at the things they found but at the things that
they did not have time to go into. One of the things that
would have been interesting, I think, to the Senate if the
committee had gone into it would have been the hook-up in
Maine between the Townsend clubs and the Republican Party.
That movement did not start merely in 1938; it started also
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in 1936, because the report of the Campaign Expenditures
Committee in 1836 pointed out:

In addition to questionable bookkeeping practices, the investiga-
tors found that some money had been received from persons inter-
ested politically in the Townsend movement. One Individual stated
that the Republican State committee had reimbursed him in excess
of $250 for funds he had used to defray expenses of a group gent to
the Townsend convention in Cleveland, and that this money was
used to defray said expenses to Cleveland, and also to organize
Townsend clubs. Canceled checks were found by investigators
showing that the amount of reimbursement probably exceeded $500.

This year, of course, as everybody knows, the Townsend
clubs backed the Republican candidates for Congress in the
State of Maine. Oh, of course, that was not “playing politics
with misery”; there was no “pernicious political activity”
there; there was no “pernicious political activity” in paying
the expenses of a Townsendite to the Townsend convention
at Cleveland; oh, no; that would not be “pernicious political
activity”; that would not be “playing politics with misery.”
That is just politics the way they play it up in Maine.

Mr, President, as I said a while ago, in 1933 all these Town-
send clubs were supporting the Republican congressional
ticket in Maine, and the Republican candidates were all for
the Townsend plan. The Senator from Maine might have
looked into that, but he did not find time to do it.

Now, of course, we are going to have the Passamaguoddy
project before us, and the Senator from Maine is for Passa-
maquoddy. I hope that Passamaquoddy fails, for we ought
not to have two big spending programs going on in Maine—
Passamaquoddy by the Democrats and the Townsend plan
by the Republicans.

Mr. President, I wanted to call the attention of the Senate
to the fact that the testimony of the Senator from Maine
ought not to be weighed too heavily in the balance against
Mr, Hopkins. In looking back over the record of 1936, I
cannot feel very much outraged at what happened in Ken-
tucky when I remember what happened in Maine. I bring
this matter to the attention of the Senate in order that
Senators may have a proper perspective in which to view
the alarm that has been sounded by the junior Senator from
Maine.

So, Mr. President, it seems to me that what we have wit-
nessed here in the last few days, from the other side of the
Chamber in opposition to Mr. Hopkins, is just what the
Senator from Washington [Mr. ScHEWELLENBACH] said a
while ago. We find a bunch of professional mourners,
mourning for the W. P. A, I was in China a few years ago,
and I remember seeing a procession moving down the streets
of Canton. It was & funeral procession. In front were some
boys who were scattering papers; then along came some other
men carrying some sort of thing with some tinkling bells
and tinkling glass upon it; then behind them came a man
dressed in a white robe, with anguish written on his face
such I have never seen; the anguish and sorrow of the dear
Master pictured upon the cross was nothing compared to the
anguish and sorrow depicted on the countenance of this
man. He was a professional mourner for the Chinese who
came along behind the coffin. That is what we have wit-
nessed across the Chamber today—professional mourners
for the W. P. A. workers. They are very much concerned
lest we destroy their right to the franchise; oh, they are
very much concerned about that; but in 1936 and in 1934
they were concerned about destroying the character of peo-
ple who were given jobs on W. P. A. It was then said:
“People must not have jobs on W. P. A.; that would destroy
their character.” Now they want to protect their franchise.

Mr. President, I shall vote for Mr. Hopkins for the same rea-
sons assigned by the Senator from Washington, because I
think he is one of the finest administrators who have been pro-
duced by this administration or any other administration
within a generation. I shall cast my vote for the confirmation
of the nomination of Mr. Hopkins not because Mr. Hopkins
has not made mistakes, but, if you please, sir, because he
has made so few mistakes. 'What Senator here has said that
Mr. Hopkins deliberately put politics into the W. P. A.?
Senators speaking against confirming the nomination of Mr.
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Hopkins have only pointed to the fact that, notwithstanding
Mr. Hopkins was against politics in W. P. A., politics crept
into W. P. A. In the 3,000 counties of the United States
he administered this law. He had millions of workers under
him, and he spent billions of dollars. Is it at all strange that
somebody might break in and play a little politics in such a
vast organization as that? The only thing that stands out
in my mind is that there was so little of it.

Mr. Hopkins lays no claim to being 100-percent perfect.
What Senator claims to be 100 percent perfect? Mr. Hop-
kins does not claim that he did not make any mistakes. He
made some mistakes. Anybody administering such a pro-
gram would have made mistakes.

So, Mr. President, I shall vote for the confirmation of the
nomination of Mr. Hopkins, not because I am a part of the
present administration, not because I am known as an ad-
ministration Senator, but because I believe in the splendid
record that has been made by Mr. Hopkins, and his fine
integrity and ability.

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, for the first time, I think,
in my senatorial career I shall, with the permission of the
Senate, decline to vote on this nominee.

I believe, in the first place, that nothing Mr. Hopkins did
or said was done or said without the sanction of the appoint-
ing power. I do not care to vote for Mr. Hopkins, because I
do not want the impression to prevail anywhere that I
approve anything that Mr. Hopkins has done or that Mr.
Hopkins has said; nor do I approve the system under which
he has acted. I voted against the lump-sum appropriation
of $4,800,000,000, to begin with, because I thought any Senator
who supposed it was not to be used for political purposes was
simple. It was to be used largely for those purposes, and was
used largely for those purposes. On the other hand, I sub-
scribe to the view that the President of the United States
should have the widest possible latitude in selecting his ad-
visers; and if he wants men of the Hopkins type to advise him,
I think he ought to be allowed to select them, because in no
event could Mr. Hopkins give the President any worse advice
than persons who surround him who are not subject to
confirmation by the Senate.

Moreover, I do not think Mr. Hopkins is being “kicked up-
stairs.,” I do not think he can do one whit of the wrong
as Secretary of Commerce that he is alleged to have done as
Director of the W. P. A., because of all the departments of
the Government, that of Commerce is the most innocuous.

But, as I have said, I do not care to have anybody think
that if I were to vote for Mr. Hopkins—and should I vote, I
would vote for him—I approve anything he has done or said.
I do not want to have to go into that explanation to thou-
sands of people who may wonder that I should vote for a
man of Mr. Hopkins’ character. I never would have ap-
pointed him. I do not approve, as I have said, of anything
he has done, or, as I recall, anything that he has said; but I
think he has done it all, and said most of it, in the confident
belief that it would be sanctioned, if it had not been directed,
by the appointing power.

So, with the assent of the Senate, I shall refrain from
voting at all.

Mr. NEELY. Mr, President, the frantic efforts that a few
have made to tarnish the name, asperse the motives, and
sully the reputation of Harry Hopkins have been as fruitless
as the performance of the mountains, which, after long and
excruciating labor, -with the aid of a great earthquake,
finally brought forth a mean, miserable, microscopic mouse.
[Laughter.]

But the mountains did at last bring forth something. The
enemies of Harry Hopkins have brought forth nothing. The
failure of the attack is not surprising, because—

Against the head which innocence secures,
Insidious malice aims her darts in vain,
Turn'd backwards by the powerful breath of Heaven.

A more honorable, efficient, faithful public servant than
Harry Hopkins has never been subjected to senatorial investi-
gation, dissection, or disposition. During one of the most
critical periods in American history he has had charge of a
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program of rehabilitation so vast and so far reaching in both
its immediate and remote consequences that its mere con-
templation staggers the mind and bewilders the imagination.
He has successfully borne the heavy responsibility of directing
the activities of an army of underprivileged human beings
more numerous than the combined hosis that followed Xerxes
and Caesar and Napoleon and Alexander the Great,

In comparison with the fabulous sums of public money
which Harry Hopkins has, with stainless hands and heart as
“chaste as the icicle that hangs on Dian’s temple,” spent to
mitigate the misery of the unemployed, all the wealth that
Croesus ever accumulated, and all the gold that Midas ever
gained, shrink to the insignificant intrinsic value of the two
mites which the poor widow threw into the treasury of the
Lord.

Since George Washington was President, no other govern-
mental official has, in the brief -period of less than 4 years,
ever rendered greater service to the people than Harry Hop-
kins has given them since he became the Administrator of
Works Progress in 1935.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. NEELY. I yield to the Senator from New Hampshire.

Mr. BRIDGES. I merely want to ask the Senator if he
meant to pass by President Roosevelt when he said Mr. Hop-
kins had rendered more service than any other man since
George Washington was President.

Mr, NEELY. Mr. President, I meant to include even the
Senator from New Hampshire, and that is as far as it is
possible for human exaggeration to go. [Laughter.]

Mr. President, compared with the accomplishments of the
Works Progress Administration under Harry Hopkins, the
labors of Hercules become as trivial as a schoolboy’s chores
in the twilight of a winter day.

As a result of plans which were formulated in Harry
Hopkins’ busy brain and executed in accordance with his
commands, the Works Progress Administration has, among
countless other things, supplied employment to more than
6,000,000 of the needy of the Nation,

In addition to rescuing these millions from the curse of en-
forced idleness and the slough of despond, it has given billions
of dollars worth of service and permanent improvements to
the people. It has constructed enough modern highways to
reach twice around the world; it has improved a hundred and
fifty-nine thousand miles of roads and streets—enough to
girdle the globe six times and more; it has constructed a hun-
dred and thirty airplane landing fields and improved a hun-
dred and thirty-six more; it has laid 4,000 miles of water lines
and 6,000 miles of storm and sanitary sewers; it has planted
more than a billion trees to prevent soil erosion and floods
and to provide building material for generations yet unborn;
it has built, modernized, or improved 20,000 schoolhouses and
more than 30,000 other public buildings; it has bound 20,000~
000 library books; made 95,000,000 pieces of clothing for the
poor; and supplied more than a hundred and twenty-nine
million lunches to the needy school children of the Nation,

The Works Progress Administration, under the direction of
Hairry Hopkins, has enriched every State; it has benefited
every county; it has improved every city; it has blessed mil-
lions who, through no fault of their own, were poverty-stricken
and distressed.

Regardless of slanders that may be written about Mr.
Hopkins with poisoned pens, and false charges that may be
made against him by venomous tongues—in spite of all the
abuse that may be heaped upon him by those who burn their
incense upon the altar of hate and worship at the shrine
of revenge—millions of deserving Americans will, to the end of
their days, say to this great man: “We were jobless and you
employed us; we were homeless and you sheltered us; we
were naked and you clothed us; we were hungry and you fed
us. But for your service we should have been sent to the
poorhouse to live in desolation and die in despair.”

But at least one critic inquires: “How do we know that
Mr. Hopkins is qualified to discharge the duties of the Secre-
tary of Commerce?” In view of Mr. Hopkins' resplendent
record of achievements, the response to this inquiry is as self-
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evident as the answer to the question: “Can a woman talk,
or a bird fly, or a fish swim?”

Anyone who can provide useful employment for more than
6,000,000 working men and women for whom the captains of
private industry find it impossible to supply jobs can, in a
satisfactory manner, perform the duties of any office under
the Constitution or laws of the United Staies.

There is scarcely a community in the land in which some
perfectly constructed road or street or schoolhouse or library
or other public facility does not testify to the fact that Harry
Hopkins is one of the most capable executives this country
has ever known.

But two criticisms have been voiced in the Senate concern-
ing Mr. Hopkins or the Works Progress Administration under
his control, which must be answered. The first of these
was pronounced by the junior Senator from Kansas [Mr.
Reepn], After quoting from the report of the Sheppard com-
mittee concerning the solicitation of Works Progress Admin-
istration employees in a certain State to contribute to a
campaign fund, about which Mr. Hopkins knew absolutely
nothing, the Senator from Kansas said:

Mr. President, I have been in public life a long time * * =,
But, in all my experience and in all my reading of the hlstory
of this country, never have I found an instance or instances where
political practices were so sordid, where all considerations of fair-
ness and decency were so disregarded as in the cases reported by
this committee.

I do not charge Mr, Hopkins with ordering these things; I do
not even charge that he was cognizant of all these things. I do
charge, however, that these things have produced a condition that
represents the lowest level of political management this Nation has
ever known,

My brief acquaintance with the junior Senator from Kansas
impels me to believe that he would not intentionally distort
a truth or misrepresent a fact. Therefore I am forced to the
conclusion that the Senator was a stranger to Washington
during the time that Harry Daugherty, Jess Smith, and Gas-
ton B. Means so administered the affairs of the Aftorney
General’s office that Daugherty was indicted and tried again
and again for his alleged high crimes and misdemeanors.
And in spite of the failure of the jury to convict him, those
who were here during the Daugherty regime are almost
unanimously of the opinion that he should have been found
guilty.

Apparently the Senator is not familiar with the fact that
Albert B, Fall—Mr, Harding’s Secrefary of the Interior—for
a bribe of a hundred thousand dollars helped to defraud the
Government of its naval oil reserves, and for his crime was
sent to the penitentiary.

Somebody has torn from the Senator’s history the sordid
chapter which records the fact that Thomas W. Miller, Alien
Property Custodian under both Mr. Harding and Mr. Coolidge,
was convicted of a high crime which he committed in office
and was sent to the penitentiary.

The Senator’s history must have failed to reveal the
fact that a Republican Congressman from Kentucky, whose
name was on Mr. Harding’s ticket, was, while in office, con-
victed of a felony and sent to the penitentiary,

The Senator has forgotten that within the last 15 years
the Republican Governor of Illinois was required by the su-
preme court of his State to account for a million dollars of
misappropriated funds.

The Senator has forgotten that the Republican Governor of
Indiana, who was elected on Mr. Harding’s ticket, was con-
victed of a felony and sent to the penitentiary, and that
Charles R. Forbes, the Director of the Veterans’ Bureau under
both Mr. Harding and Mr. Coolidge, was sent to the peniten-
tiary for frauds perpetrated against the Government and the
veterans of the World War.

In the light of this record of unprecedented criminal con-
duet on the part of Republican Cabinet officers, Republican
Governors, and other high Republican officials, and in view
of the fact that no one has been able to show that Harry
Hopkins has ever committed a single offense or condoned
a single violation of the law, let us hope that the junior
Senator from Kansas will change his mind and vote for the
confirmation of the nominee.
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The only other serious criticism of Mr., Hopkins, which to
my knowledge has emanated from a responsible source, is
that of the senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr.
Brinces]l, who, when Democratic personages or policies are
under consideration, is like the hero of the following story:

“Af the beginning of the World War the owner of a store
said in an advertisement, ‘I hate Germany; I hate Austria;
I hate Turkey. I am a hundred percent patriotic.’

“This merchant’s competitor on the opposite side of the
street, not to be outdone by his rival in the matter of patriot-
ism, promptly issued an advertisement, in which he said, ‘I
hate not only Germany and Austria and Turkey; I hate
everybody. Iam 1,000 percent patriotic.’” [Laughter.]

Bo is my friend from New Hampshire—if it be patriotic
to dislike Democrats in their official capacities.

The Senator from New Hampshire says:

Looking into Mr. Hopkins' background, according to the testi-
mony before the committee, he fails to remember whether or not
he was a Socialist, enrolled as & member of the Socialist Party.

A lapse of memory about an important matter like this is,
of course, deplorable. But even if we admit that this grave
charge is true, the friends of Mr. Hopkins will still find
comfort in the fact that the nominee’s memory is at least as
good as that of the junior Senator from Kansas and much
better than that of Herbert Hoover, who was once the Secre-
tary of Commerce.

According to the record, in 1928 Mr, Hoover could not re-
member who had performed his marriage ceremony, how
many political parties he had joined in a decade, or the name
of the country of which he had been a resident for a peried
of 14 years. Indeed, his recollection and knowledge of
his political afiiliations were so utterly hopeless that in the
State of Michigan in 1920 he became a candidate for the
Presidential nomination as both a Republican and a Democrat
at the same time.

In view of all which the Senator from New Hampshire,
who would probably not admit that any prominent Republican
could be guilty of any offense of omission or commission, or
suffer from any infirmity touching his politics, should gener-
ously forgive Mr. Hopkins for having forgotten the exact
nature of his registration on two occasions and join the
majority in voting for the confirmation of the nominee.

Mr, President, the attacks that have been made upon Mr.
Hopkins are about what every page of history—ancient, me-
dieval, and modern—teaches us a good man of great accom-
plishment should expect.

Socrates, of whom Plato said: “He was the wisest, the
justest, and the best of all the men whom I have ever known,”
was, for endeavoring to improve the morals and multiply the
virtues of the materialistic Athenians, compelled to drink
enough hemlock to put himself to sleep till the Judgment Day.

Columbus, as a reward for discovering the Western Hemi-
sphere and giving to Spain a new world that was greater than
the old, was bound with chains, cast into a dungeen, and per-
mitted to die in want,

Abraham Lincoln, to whom the Nation will forever owe a
debt of gratitude for his heroic service in abolishing slavery
and preserving the Union, was when at the pinnacle of his
usefulness and success murdered in cold blood. .

Jesus of Nazareth brought redemption to all the world and
salvation to all mankind. In return for His service and His
sacrifice He was scourged by scoundrels; a crown of thorns
was pressed down upon His brow; He was crucified between
thieves and died in such horrible agony that the mere thought
of His awful anguish will curdle the blood of the righteous till
the end of time.

Therefore, in spite of the humiliation of being a target for
unjustifiable abuse, Harry Hopkins should find comfort in
the fact that his enemies in slandering him and persecuting
him are placing him in company with the greatest immortals
the world has ever known.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. NEELY. I yield. y

Mr. BRIDGES. Does the Senator mean to imply to this
body, in bringing up Christopher Columbus and Abraham
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Lincoln and Christ, that he would put Harry Hopkins in the
same category; in the same class?

Mr, NEELY. Mr. President, no one but the Senator from
New Hampshire would ask that question. The Senator knows
that no one who venerates everything that is holy would,
in the matter of merit, be guilty of the unpardonable sacrilege
of comparing any human being with the sinless Saviour. I
referred to His crucifixion simply as an outstanding illustra=-
tion of the world’s ingratitude to a benefactor.

So far as Columbus and Lincoln are concerned, I do neither
of them an injustice, nor do I pay the nominee an extravagant
compliment when I assert that he has earned a place in the
hall of fame with the great Italian discoverer and the great
American emancipator.

Columbus gave his all to the world. Lincoln sublimely
served the cause of freedom. Harry Hopkins has served the
cause of humanity with a zeal comparable to that with which
Paul of Tarsus preached the gospel to the gentiles, Father
Damien nursed the lepers, and St. Francis of Assisi devoted
his life to the service of the poor.

How appropriate it would be for the Senator from New
Hampshire and a few other critics of the nominee to emulate
a’ certain classical example and, in the presence of Harry
Hopkins, remain as speechless and silent as Dante when he—

O’ershadowed by the wings of awe,

Stood with Beatrice beneath the flaming lion’s breast,
And saw the seventh crystal

And the stair of gold. !

Senators, let us honor ourselves and our country today by
confirming Harry Hopkins’ nomination as Secretary of Com-
merce by an overwhelming majority, This is the kind of
confirmation he deserves. Because as a result of his un-
paralleled achievements in behalf of the unemployed, if he
should, at this hour, be unexpectedly and unfortunately sum-
moned to that mysterious country from which no traveler
returns, the last resting place of his ashes would become a
pilgrim’s shrine, and millions of the grateful poor, whom he
has blessed, would raise to his memory a marble shaft as
high as Washington’s Monument and on it they would lov-
ingly inseribe these words:

Nor wreek, nor change, nor winter’s blight,
Nor Time's remorseless doom,

Shall dim one ray of glory's light
That gilds his sacred tomb.

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, I have listened with a
great deal of interest for the past few moments to what has
been said by my very good friend the Senator from West
Virginia [Mr. NEgLy].

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LEwis in the chair).
The Chair asks the indulgence of the Senator from North
Carolina so that the Chair may make a request of those
occupying the galleries.

The Chair will say to those who now occupy the Senate
galleries that it is necessary that they preserve quiet, because
when they indulge in conversation their voices come down
into the Senate Chamber, and Members of the Senate find it
impossible to hear their fellow Members who are addressing
the body.

The Chair also respectfully requests that Senators main-
tain as much quiet as they consistently can.

Mr. REYNOLDS. I thank the Presiding Officer.

As I was about to say, I listened with a great deal of interest
for the past few moments—that is to say, since I reentered!
the Senate Chamber—to all that was said by my personal
friend and colleague the Senator from West Virginia, whom
I admire, and I want to state unhesitatingly that I am in
thorough accord with all that I heard him say here; and
knowing him as I do know him, and as I have pleasantly,
known him during the years that I have been in the United
States Senate, I am perfectly willing, in addition, to state
unhesitatingly that I am in accord with all that he said prior
to my entering this Chamber. [Laughter.] That shows
how much confidence I have in MATTHEW NEELY,

The Senator from West Virginia was talking about Harry
Hopkins, who has been nominated by our beloved President
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to be a member of his Cabinet, as Secretary of Commerce, I
have this to say, Mr. President, that I think the President of
the United States has a perfect right to surround himself by
advisers in whom he has confidence, to surround himself by
men whom he sees fit to select.

Mr. BRIDGES. Will the Senator yield?

Mr, REYNOLDS. I shall be delighted to yield.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair must respectfully
say to Senators that they should address the Chair before
taking part in debate in the Senate.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President——

Mr. REYNOLDS. If the Senator will pardon me a mo-
ment. Mr. President, it is my understanding that I shall
have only 30 minutes at this time in which to address the
Senafe. Am I correct in that understanding?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator is correct.

Mr. REYNOLDS. Then I shall have to ask my good friend
the Senator from New Hampshire to bear with me for just
a moment, and I shall be glad to yield to him at the expira-
tion of my address. [Laughter.]

Mr. President, I recognize that I shall be wasting the time
of the Senate by addressing myself to the subject of the con-
firmation of Mr. Hopkins’' nomination, for we all know that
his nomination is going to be confirmed. We all know that
there will be in the Senate only about 23 votes cast against
him. So why should I presume to impose upon the time of
the Senate or those honoring us with their presence here to-
day, and who fill the galleries, by talking to the subject of
the confirmation of Mr, Hopkins’ nomination, when we know
that his nomination is going to be confirmed?

Before proceeding to that which is closest to my heart, I
wish to take this opportunity to state to the Members of this
body that it will be my very great pleasure to cast a vote for
Mr. Hopkins.

Mr, President, I wish now to bring to the attention of this
honorable body a subject that should be of more interest to
it at this time than the question of the confirmation of the
nomination of Mr. Hopkins. The subject which I am about
to approach is one that should appeal to every legislator in
the Congress of the United States, because it has to do with
the ten to twelve million people who today are out of employ-
ment in the United States of America.

Mr. President, only a few days ago it was my privilege and
opportunity to address this honorable body in relation to the
influx of refugees, in regard to the influx of aliens from all
parts of the world who are coming here daily for the pur-
pose of and who are usurping jobs, positions, that right-
fully belong to the millions of people in America who are
out of jobs, jobs that rightfully belong to the God-fearing
men and women who today are and who tonight will be
walking the streets of America in search of honest employ-
ment. I am happy to have made the delightful observation
during the present session that there are more Members of
this body now interested in that subject than there were
to be found interested in it at the last session of the Seventy-
fifth Congress.

Mr. President, in my last address to this body, in reference
to this important subject, I brought to the attention of the
Members of the Senate a clipping from one of the New York
newspapers describing examinations which were being taken
by 500 lawyers, doctors, dentists, and nurses; refugees, aliens
from across the seas, who wanted to practice their respec-
tive professions in the United States. The Members of this
body who did me the honor to listen were appalled when
they learned from that article that some of the doctors
from Germany, Italy, Austria, Czechoslovakia, Rumania, and
Hungary, who sought to practice their profession here, found
that they could not pass the examination required by the
board of control of the city of New York, and those Sen-
ators who listened to my address were appalled to learn
that some of those aliens who have come here to practice
their profession had the audacity, the gall, to say that they
would not abide by any ruling of the board of control of the
State of New York, that they would not abide by the re-
quirements relative to examination, and if they were not
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permitted to practice by comity, they would take the ques-
tion to the Supréme Court of the United States.

Mr. SCHWELLENBACH. Mr. President, will the Senator
yield?

Mr, REYNOLDS. I yield.

Mr, SCHWELLENBACH. I should like to make an inquiry
of the Senator who has spoken many times upon the question
of immigration and aliens. How can the Senator blame
people who live in other countries for their desire to come
to the United States when we have in the United States two
cities of the beauty and with the climate of the little gem
city of the mountains, Asheville, N, C., and the city of Seat-
tle out in my State of Washington? I should like to have
the Senator from North Carolina explain to me how it
is that he always finds it so difficult to appreciate why
people want to come to this country, because he knows
as well as does everyone else, that these two places in this
country, Asheville, N. C., and Seattle, Wash., act as mag-
nets which atfract to the United States the people of other
countries,

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr, President, I take this opportunity,
this exceptional opportunity, to thank my distinguished
friend from the great State of Washington for his contri-
bution at this time. I appreciate what my friend has said
about the little gem city of the mountains, Asheville, N. C.,
my home city, the most beautiful city on the face of the
earth, and one of the most beautiful spots in North Carolina.
The Senator is a representative of that State which has
provided for the inspiration of the world the city of Seattle,
the gateway to the great Northwest, the gem city of the
western frontier. In order that he may be provided with
information as to the amount of respect that the people
of North Carolina have for his Commonwealth, in order
that he may know that the people of his city of Seattle
have provided inspiration for the people of North Carolina,
I shall now take time to read an editorial from one of the
daily newspapers of North Carolina, published at Wilming-
ton, N, C., by my distinguished friend, the Honorable R. B.
Page, in which he calls the attention of the people of North
Carolina to the city of Seattle.

[From the Wilmington Star of January 13, 1939]
SEATTLE AS A PORT

An excerpt from a report by the War Department, dealing with
the port of Seattle is of interest here in that it shows what Seattle
has done in its climb to supremacy in the Pacific trade:

“Facilities for handling trafiic include 166 piers and wharves, 16
of which are operated as oil bunkering and 2 as coal bunkering
facilities, Excellent dry and cold-storage warehouses are available
and space is provided for the storage of bulk freight in the open.
The port has drydock facilitles which can accommodate vessels up
to 927 feet in length and marine railways with lifting capacities up
to 700 tons. Twenty-nine plants have facilities for repairing either
engines or hulls of vessels. There are six grain elevators at the port,
four of which are operated as public elevators. Towboats, lighters,
derrick barges, tank barges, and car floats provide sufficient floating
equipment for transporting freight within the port area, and equip=-
ment is avallable for use in wrecking and salvage work, °

“The port of Seattle district, which is coextensive with EKing
County, is a separate municipal corporation which was established
in 1911 and is under the jurisdiction of the Port of Seattle Commis-
sion. This commission has been active in promoting the interests
of port, and many of the facilities for handling traffic are owned and
operated by it, including eight public terminals in the outer harbor
and one in the inner harbor, the public grain elevator at the Han-
ford Street terminal, and dry and cold-storage facilities at Spokane
Street terminal, Bell Street terminal, and at pier No. 40, Smith
Cove. The facilities owned and operated by the port commission
are among the most modern and best-equipped terminals at the
port and handle a great deal of traffic.

“During the pertod of 1927-36 the water-borne commerce of
Beattle averaged 7,860,679 short tons annually. Imports, with an
average movement of 370,855 tons, consisted chiefly of logs and piles,
coal and coke, paper and manufactures, and cement and gypsum,
while exports averaged 527,911 tons and consisted principally of
grain and flour, lumber and lumber products, canned and dried fruits
and vegetables, and logs and poles. Coastwise receipts moved in an
average volume of 3,865,202 tons, the principal commodities in this
trade being petroleum and petroleum products, logs and poles, sand
and gravel, and fish and marine products. Coastwise shipments
average 1,425,776 tons and were mainly shipments of lumber, logs
and piles, grain, flour and feed, petroleum and its products, fish and

marine products, and fruit and vegetables. Intraport and local
traffic averaged 1,670,935 tons per year. During the calendar year
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1937 the total water-borne commerce at Seattle amounted to
7,642,800 short tons.”

It will be noted from this excerpt that here is a municipal cor-
poration, largely instrumental in transforming Seattle from a fron-
tier village into & modern metropolis and one of the world's greatest
seaports. Wilmington was a port of entry when Seattle was a wil-
derness, but on the west coast the folks have a way of getting
together and accomplishing things that might appeal to Wil-
mington.

Mr. President, I attribute much of the development of
the great city of Seattle to my colleagues in the United
Btates Senate; to the fact that once upon a time, not so
many years ago, the able Senator who at this moment pre-
sides over the Senate resided in the State of Washington,
and the people of the great Commonwealth of Washington
exercised the splendid judegment of sending him to the
Capital of their country as their Representative in the Halls
of Congress. At the same time I shall not let pass the
opportunity to congratulate the people of the State of Illi-
nois for sending him from the great Commonwealth to the
Senate of the United States. I refer, my colleagues, to your
friend, to my friend, and the friend of the American people,
the Honorable James Hamirton Lewis, beloved by all who
live within the confines of the greatest nation upon the
face of the earth.

I attribute the phenomenal growth of Seattle likewise to
the continued fine representation which the State of Wash-
ington has sent to the Halls of the American Congress, I
speak particularly of my colleagues, LEwis B. SCHWELLEN-
BACH and HoMmeRr T. BoNE.

I believe I have evidenced my appreciation of the action
of the Senator from Washington in calling attention to my
beloved home, the little gem city of the mountains, one of
the most beautiful cities of North Carolina, a city located
within the confines of the greatest political subdivision in
all the world, the State of North Carolina.

Mr. President, I wish to speak further teday in regard to
the all-important subject of restricting immigration and
mandatory deportation of allen criminals and alien
undesirables.

As will be recalled, a moment ago I spoke about the 500
professional men and women, doctors, lawyers, dentists,
and nurses, who have come in from the four corners of the
earth, aliens usurping the business of the millions of boys
and girls, men and women, who today are walking the
streets in search of honest employment. However, I have
something else to bring to the attention of the Senate today,
something in which Senators will be interested, something
which I clipped from a newspaper several days ago. It per-
tains to the smuggling business in America.

I was dumbfounded when, on January 19, I observed the

following in the columns of the Washington Herald, with

a New York headline:

ARREST BARES SMUGGLING OF ALIEN HOSTS INTO UNITED STATES

NeEw Yomrx, January 18 (C. T. P. S8.).—An international alien
smuggling ring, geared to bring more than 10,000 allens a year into
the United States via the Canadian border and widely patronized
‘by Jewish refugees, was disclosed today thmugh the arraignment
of its Canadian director in Brooklyn Federal court

Arrested at Rouses Point, N. ¥, Friday nlght and held in-
communicado since then at Ellis Island, Spyros Cyrcos, 38, of
Montreal, boasted to Assistant United States Attorney James G.
Scileppl that he had conducted at least 25,000 aliens across the
border within the last 2 years.

If that statement be true—and I have no doubt that it
is—it reveals a shameful state of affairs in the United States
of America. It is shameful that we should permit thousands
upon thousands of aliens annually to enter the United States
‘illegally, and to remain here in violation of our law, par-
ticularly in view of the fact that we have millions upon
millions of boys and girls, men and women, in this country,
for whom we have been endeavoring to find employment for
the past 5 years. As yet, we have been unsuccessful in hav-
ing industry absorb those millions upon millions of boys and
girls, men and women.

I am happy indeed to learn that our legislators in Wash-
ington are now more deeply interested than ever before in
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this momentous question. In reference to retaining the
barriers in the form of regulations, in order that those who
desire to come to America may not become public charges,
I wish to bring to the attention of the Senate the fact that
a8 number of years ago a ruling was made to the effect that
no alien should be provided a visa and be permitted to come
to this country unless our consular agents were convinced
that he would not become a public charge, unless the con-
sular agents were convinced that if the alien were permitted
to come to American shores he would not at a later date of
necessity be supported by the American taxpayers.

In that connection I wish to say that those regulations
were carried out to the satisfaction of those who sought ad-
mission to our gates until 2 years ago when the refugees of
the world attempted to crash our gates. I mentioned some
instances a moment ago when refugees who are members
of professions from across the seas said they would not abide
by the rules and regulations of the New York licensing board,
but that they would take the cases up to the Supreme Court
of the United States.

I now bring to the attention of the Senate the fact that
we are at this hour faced with the situation of aliens in vari-
ous countries of the world exerting pressure on our State
Department to instruct American consuls that they should
be more liberal in reviewing the applications of the thousands
upon thousands of aliens who would bring about the admis-
sion of themselves into this country for the purpose of com-
peting with American labor.

Mr. President, when last fall, in November and December,
I was in central, eastern, and continental Europe I made it
a point to visit our Embassies, Legations, and consulates;
I made it a point to talk to the American representatives;
I made it a point to go into those quarters of our consulates
and Embassies where aliens who were making applications
for visas and admission to the United States necessarily had
to go. I was permitted an opportunity of making observa-
tion of the character of the people who were demanding
entrance to the United States. I learned on that trip last
fall that the State Department of the United States had at-
tempted to put a different interpretation than that which
had formerly been put upon the law. As a result thereof,
in order to deal with the situation as I should like to do in
behalf of the from ten to twelve million God-fearing, un-
fortunate men and women in this country who are out of
employment, I directed a communication to the State De-
partment and requested them to provide me with the infor-
mation which I sought in reference to certain instructions
which had been issued to our consular agents abroad. As
the result, at this hour I call the attention of the Senate to
what I am about to read, because I wanted from them an
answer.

DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
Washington, January 19, 1939.

My Dear SENATOR REYNoOLDS: I have received your letter of Jan-
uary 16, 1939, requesting a copy of the instruction dated January
5, 1837, sent to all diplomatic and consular officers discussing the
public charge excluding provision of section 3 of the Immigration
Act of February 5, 1917.

‘While the Department does not distribute its instructions to the
general public, I am glad to comply with your request and take
pleasure in sending to you herewith a copy of the instruction
under reference.

Sincerely yours,
G. 8. MESSERSMITH,
Assistant Secretary.

Mr. President, please listen to this “visa instruction,”
dated January 5, 1937. That is when the rush began on the
part of the aliens of the world to enter the United States
of America.

VISA INSTRUCTION

Consular administration of the public charge and other provi=-
sions of the immigration laws.

It is addressed:

To American diplomatic and consular officers:

Birs: There have been an increasing number of complaints re-
ceived by the Department and some recent public criticism that
the visa work of the consuls is not being carried on in a fair and
impartial manner.
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Who is making the complaints? The complaints are being
made by the hundreds of thousands of aliens who are prac-
tically demanding admission to the United States of America.
Ten years prior to the date of the instructions we never had
any complaint from aliens about the way we administered
our laws and in carrying out the immigration regulations of
the United States of America, but these complaints come
only when the rush begins to enter the United States so that
more Americans may be thrown out of work.

Mr. BONE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a
question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from
North Carolina yield to the Senator from Washington?

Mr. REYNOLDS. I am glad to yield to my friend from
Washington.

Mr. BONE. Has the Senator from North Carclina any
figures available indicating the number of aliens who have
entered the United States illegally in recent years?

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, I can only answer that
by providing the Senator with an estimate of my personal
opinion as to the number of aliens who are in the United
States today illegally and who have remained here illegally
over a term of years. In providing that answer I wish to
say that, in my opinion, there are today in the United States
of America between 5,000,000 and 7,000,000 aliens who en-
tered here illegally or who have remained within the con-
fines of the United States illegally. No Member of this
body, no man in the United States, can properly prove that
I am wrong, because I cannot prove that I am right.
[Laughter.] To explain that remark, so that I may not he
misunderstood, I say now I cannot prove that those who dis-
agree with my assertion that there are from 5,000,000 to
7,000,000 aliens in the United States today illegally and who
maintain that there are only two, three, or four million
aliens illegally in the United States are wrong, and they
cannot prove that I am wrong. Why? Because, I am
ashamed to state, ours is the only nation in the world not
possessed or provided with an alien registration act. Until
the Congress shall pass a bill which I have introduced calling
for the registration and fingerprinting of aliens, we will
never know how many aliens there are in America.

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President——

Mr. REYNOLDS. I yield now to my distinguished col-
league from the Lone Star State of Texas.

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I am very much inter-
ested in the discussion of the Senator from North Carolina.
Let me ask him if there are so many aliens here—and I do
not dispute it—why do not the authorities deport them?
If they are here illegally, why do not the Government agen-
cies which are charged with the duty of sending them back
to wherever they came from take action?

Mr. REYNOLDS. That is what I have been trying to find
out for the past 5 years. Mr. President, upon the floor of the
Senate I have fought for days and days and hours and hours
when an effort was made to pass a bill which, in my opinion,
would let down the floodgates of immigration. The Senator
from Ilinois [Mr. Lewis]l, who at the moment presides so
ably and in such a distinguished manner over the Senate,
will recall that at the last session we discussed upon the floor
of the Senate more than 2,300 cases known as hardship cases,
and I could not understand, for the life of me, why the aliens
in those cases were not deported and why even now they are
being held here from day to day and week to week and
month to month and year to year.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair regrets that he
has to tell the able Senator from North Carolina that his
time has about expired, as he has only a half minute
remaining.

Mr. REYNOLDS. Then, Mr. President, I should like to
ask unanimous consent to be permitted to finish the reading
gf the document I had started to read, if there is no objec-

on. .

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A unanimous-consent re-
quest can be made by the Senator and the Senate can act
upon it. The Senator from North Carolina tenders a request

LEXXXIV—39

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

609

that he have unanimous consent to conclude the reading of
the document to which he refers. Is there objection? The
Chair hears none.

Mr. REYNOLDS. I thank the Chair and the Senate for
their courtesy.

Now, Mr. President, I am going to read without comment,
for I know how vitally interested my colleagues are in this
subject; I know that they all, on this side as well as on the
other side, are interested in providing work for Americans
and in keeping out of this country those who would usurp
American jobs. So, in view of the courtesy extended to me
and the fine consideration I find here always, I shall read
without comment.

8ms: There have been an increasing number of complaints
received by the Department and some recent public criticism that
the visa work of the consuls is not being carried on in a falr and
impartial manner, particularly that the public-charge provisions
are not being properly administered and that the consuls are act-
ing under the mistaken idea that they are responsible for keeping
the issuance of visas to a minimum,

The immigration policy as expressed by Congress in the Immigra-
tion Act of 1924 permits the issuance of immigration visas, within
the limits of the guotas, to aliens reasonably able to meet the
requirements of the law.

The officers’ responsibility is to reach a correct decision in each
case, based upon a fair evaluation of the evidence, viewed with
practical common sense, in order that the decisions reached shall
not be subject to just criticism. As administrative officers, the
consuls are charged with the duty of developing the essential
facts, favorable as well as unfavorable to the alien, and of apply-
ing to the facts the correct standard of the law. To do their work
properly, they should maintain at all times an impartial, detached,
Jjudicial attitude.

The applicant should be courteously received and given helpful
advice and proper assistance in presenting the facts in his case.
Care should be taken to avoid cause for the complaint which has
been made in specific cases that persons applying for visas have
been discourteously received by members of the consular staff;
that they have not been permitted to present their documents or
discuss their cases; that after complying with certain requirements
they have been met with demands for additional documents of
which they could have been advised in the first instance; and that
they have been put to needless inconvenience and expense in ob-
taining unnecessary documentary evidence. Consular letters have
failed to refer to and discuss important evidence, giving the im-
pression that guch evidence has been ignored in reaching the de-
cision, and that the decision has net been taken upon the basis of
all the evidence presented.

It is important for a consular officer to understand that the
public-charge provisions of the law exclude persons “likely” to
become a public charge; that is, persons in whose cases facts
exist it “probable” that they will become public charges.
The law does not exclude persons who may “possibly” become pub-
lic charges. Section 23 of the act of 1924, in placing the burden of
proof upon an alien to show that he is not subject to exclusion,
only requires him to bring forward evidence from which it may rea-
sonably be concluded that he is not “likely” to become a public
charge. He is not required to show a guaranty of support to obvi-
ate a “possibility” that he may become a public charge. An under-
standing of this distinction is of the greatest importance to the
correct administration of the public-charge clause. Unless each
case is decided upon the basis of the “probabilities,” im ad-
ministration results, and applicants reasonably able to qualify
under the law are unjustly refused visas to which they are en-
titled. Such action affords ground for just criticism of the officers
and the Department.

Visa refusals of persons whose assurance of support is furnished
by distant relatives in the United States have caused considerable
adverse comment because consular officers have considered that the
expression of willin by a person to support a less near relative
is insufficient to establish that he is not likely to become a public
charge unless a case 15 made out by a showing of past material
contribution to his support or the existence of very unusual cir-
cumstances. Letters have contained statements to the effect that
visas have been refused because the relationship between the
persons is not sufficiently close to imply the existence of a legal or
moral obligation on the part of the afiant toward the applicant.
The mere fact that a person promising support is not closely re-
lated to the applicant, or that he is not under a legal or moral
obligation toward him is not sufficlent to warrant the rejection of
the evidence of sup as inadequate. The relative, in furnishing
the evidence, has in effect said that in spite of the absence of any
direct obligation on his part to support his less near relative, he
nevertheless desires voluntarily to undertake such an obligation,
and if he offers reasonable explanation of his desire to do so and is
financially able, the evidence is to be accepted.

The conditions in certain parts of the world have led relatives in
the United States to feel keenly the difficult lot of their kin abroad
and have inspired them with anxiety for the well-being of their
relatives and with a desire to provide for them. A statement by a
financially responsible ‘person in the United States that he is im-
pelled by this motive to assist a relative, even though he may not
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previously have seen him or have had occasion previously to con-
tribute to his support, in the absence of adequate reason for doubt-
ing its sincerity, may well be sufficient to establish by a preponder-
ance of the evidence that it is not “likely” that the alien will
become a public charge. To reject such evidence as insufficient upon
a hypothesis as, for instance, that disagreement might arise between
the alien and his relative, or that the relative while inclined to
assist the applicant for an initial period may not continue the
support, would be to base the decision upon the “possibilities” in
the case rather than upon the “probabilities” and would constitule
a failure to give the evidence due weight,

The consul should look behind the formal evidence to seek the
essential facts. He may, to the extent deemed necessary, properly
ask to have the facts established by appropriate evidence, a state-
ment of plans made for the alien, and the reasons for assuming the
alien’s support.

You are requested to bring this instruction to the immediate
attention of all the officers at your office engaged in visa work and
to direct them to follow the principles set forth herein to Insure
that the immigration laws shall be fairly and reasonably ad-
ministered at your office in a manner to avoid just cause for com-
plaint. At the same time the Department desires to impress upon
the principal officers that they are primarily responsible for the
proper performance of the visa work at their respective offices and
that they should recognize its importance and closely supervise it.

Very truly yours,
WiLBUR J. CARR,
For the Acting Secretary of State.

Mr. MEAD. Mr. President, I regret that I find it necessary
to consume any of the time of the Senate. I know that it is
presumptuous on my part, as a new Member, to participate
in this debate; but some of the charges which have been
made have been so broad and general in character and
scope as to apply either directly or indirectly to the great
State which I have the honor in part to represent in this
body.

Mr. President, I desire to say to you that the W. P. A, so
far as its being a political issue is concerned, never entered
our senatorial campaign. I wish to say for my State that
only 11 complaints were lodged with the Sheppard committee
pertaining to the activities of W. P. A.; but, upon investiga-
tion, every one of the charges was dismissed. In one congres-
sional district, however, in the State of New York, the issue
was raised, and all of the charges that have been aired in this
debate, common to the general political charges made against
W. P. A. all over the Nation, were brought to the attention of
the public, and finally to the attention of a Federal grand jury.
These charges were presented to the official instrumentality
of government created at the very beginning of the Republic
to delve into matters of this character and to aid in the preser-
vation of law and order. Charges against the N. ¥. A., the
Adult Education Agency, the sewing project, all were investi-
gated and dismissed by the Federal grand jury.

Some Members of the Senate may desire to know something
about the character of the grand jury and the character of the
proceedings. Let me say to you, Mr. President, that the
charges were made by an opposition candidate for Member
of Congress. The grand jury was organized, and selected as
its chairman an outstanding Republican leader in our section
of the State. Every member of the grand jury save one, I am
informed, was identified with the Republican Party. The
presiding judge himself over a long period of years antedating
my entry into politics, over a quarter of a centry ago, was an
outstanding leader of the Republican Party.

Every opportunity was given to every witness, and a
thorough and searching examination was made by the jury
of all the communications, instructions, orders and letters
germane to the subject of the investigation. The grand jury
made this presentment, which I shall read to you only in
part.

Quoting the grand jury’s presentment, I read:

We wish to report that the investigation conducted by us has
been full, complete, and exhaustive.

Now, the only Democrat who participated in the investiga-
tion was the United States district attorney; and the grand
jury make this comment with regard to his conduct:

The United States district attorney, at the very beginning of
the proceeding, offered to subpena and produce any witnesses that

we thought might be material, and thereafter, by subpena, did
produce every such witness and many others.
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And the grand jury goes on in its presentment as follows:

It has been charged that the W. P. A. workers were forced to
contribute to the Democratic Party; that W. P. A. superintendents
had distributed pledge cards among the workers; that certain
W. P. A, employees were “singled out for special attention after
they had refused to confribute”; that certain employees “who,
after pledging only $1 or 82, were directed to report at Democratic
headquarters,” * * ¢

Witnesses were produced by J. Francis Harter, who testified in
regard to alleged irregularities involving the adult-education pro-
gram, a W. P. A.-sponsored project.

After a thorough investigation * * * of the charges af-
fecting the adult education program, we have determined—

Said the grand jury—

that they are unworthy of attention.

Certain other witnesses testified in regard to irregularities in
connection with the sewing project, so-called.

After investigation by the grand jury, it was determined that
the charges affecting the sewing project were not substantiated.
Then the grand jury goes on as follows:

It has been testified to, in the course of our deliberations, that
on the 5th day of May 1938, Harry L. Hopkins, Administrator of
the Works Progress Administration, addressed a communication
to all project workers, foremen, supervisors, and the administra=-
tive staff of the W. P. A. Among other things, he wrote:

And I quote from the letter:
Moreover, no W. P. A. worker is required—

Said Hopkins—

to contribute to any political party or any campai fund, in
order to hold his job. 5 ok Y. o %

And Harry Hopkins said further in that communication,
which, I understand, was directed to every W. P. A. admin-
istrator in this country:

No supervisor or administrative person may attempt to influence
the vote of any worker or solicit contributions to campaign funds
from the people who work under him. Anyone who uses his
position with the W. P. A. in any way to influence the votes of

others by threat or intimidation will be dismissed. No one will
lose his W. P. A. job because of his vote * * =

And everybody knows that Harry Hopkins said that—

or his failure to contribute to any campaign fund. This has
always been an absolute rule of the W. P. A.

That is the end of the quotation from the letter addressed
te W. P. A, directors by Harry L. Hopkins, and in part con-
tained in this presentment of the Federal grand jury.

The grand jury then goes on to state:

The letter was placed in the pay envelope of all the men and
workers on W. P, A, It was a letter even stupid ple could un-
derstand. It was a letter superintendents, skilled workers, and

laborers could understand. It was a letter written to protect
the skilled workers and laborers.

Those letters, I understand, were sent out broadcast
throughout the United States, wherever a W. P. A. project
was in course of construction.

Then this grand jury, Senators, made up, with but one
exception, of affiliates of the Republican Party, investigating
thoroughly, completely, and exhaustively the activities of
Harry L. Hopkins and the political charges made by a Repub-
lican candidate, summed up their presentment with this
language:

We have commended Harry L. Hopkins, Lester W. Herzog—

The State director—
and Guy W. Rice—

The regional director,

And they go on to say:

Obviously, as Mr. Hopkins has said, “Only by continuing to do a
good job for the public can we expect continued public approval.”
Part of the good job is a nonpartisan administration of the W. P. A,
We recommend an increased devotion to such nonpartisan admin-
istration.

Mr. President, I shall vote to confirm the nomination of
Harry Hopkins because, by and large, in a new field, pioneer-
ing a new endeavor, he did a fine job. I am not impressed
with the charges which have been presented here this after-
noon, and I wish to sum them up by saying they were political.
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I shall vote for the confirmation of Harry Hopkins’ nomi-
nation because this body had an opportunity by its own action
to write its own rule, and it failed at the time to do so, and
contents itself at this time with finding fault with a man who
adhered to every rule we laid down for his conduct, and even
went further than that, and, in my judgment, enforced a non-
partisan rule to which few can take exception.

I think Harry Hopkins did a fine job; and the vote he will
receive this afternoon will, in my judgment, evidence the high
regard in which he is held by this body and by the country.

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, during the course of my re-
marks last Thursday, and in response to questions of the
distinguished Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Barxrey], I
stated that I differed with the findings of the Senate Com-
mittee on Campaign Expenses on one point. I have been
making a consistent study of this problem for 4 years. I
have great respect for the committee, and I am satisfied
that when it continues this investigation, it will find the
facts as they have presented themselves to me.

I believe that Mr. Hopkins has had full opportunity to
acquaint himself with the administrative problems of work
relief in Pennsylvania, and that he knows full well what
they are. I do not believe he could justifiably claim to be
ignorant of them. I say now, as I said last Thursday, that
I should not care to indict his intelligence in that way.

I have had considerable correspondence with Mr. Hopkins,
which shows that for a long period of time I have been
calling his attention to voter coercion and the mismanage-
ment of public funds in Pennsylvania. I have consistently
sought cooperation from him in trying to remedy these con-
ditions. Just as consistently, he refused to give me the help
I had a right to expect.

For the information of the Senator from EKentucky [Mr.
BargLEY] and others who may be interested, I ask to have
printed in the Recorp the following correspondence: My
letter to Mr. Hopkins of March 19, 1936; my statement to
the Senate Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent
Expenses of the Senate on April 2, 1936; my letter to
Mr. Hopkins of September 30, 1936; my letter to Senator
AvucusTINE LONERGAN of September 30, 1936; my letter to Mr.
Hopkins of December 29, 1936; letter of Mr. Hopkins to me
of January 18, 1937; my letter to Mr, Hopkins of January
19, 1937; my letter to Mr, Hopkins of May 26, 1937; my let-
ter to Mr. Hopkins of July 2, 1937; and letter of Mr. Hopkins
to me of July 14, 1937.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection?

There being no objection, the letters were ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

MarcH 19, 1936.
Mr, Harry Hi

OPKINS,
Administrator, the Works Progress Administration, -
Washiugton D.C.

My Dear Mr. HorEmns: I have read your statement carried by
the Associated Press in which you say: “No employee of the Works
Progress Administration, either administrative or engaged on a
project, is required to make any contribution to any political
party. No Works Progress Administration employee’s job will be
in jeopardy because of the failure of said employee to make such
contribution. No employee of the Works Progress Administration
shall at any time solicit contributions for any political party, and
evidence of such solicitation will be cause for immediate discharge.
The question of whether or not to contribute to any political party
is a matter entirely for the voluntary decision of said employee.
No person shall be employed or discharged by the Works
Administration on the ground of his support or nonsupport of any
candidate of any political ol tion.”

I believe this to be a step in the right direction. However, it 1s
only one of a number of decisive actions which, in my judgment,
should be taken if relief is to be kept out of po!itics in the future.
Unfortunately, conditions have been allowed to develop to such an
extent and the dificulty of control of the national organization of
the W. P. A. from Washington is so great that no mere statement
of policy such as you have made, sincere and thoroughgoing as it
doubtless is, can solve this problem.

My approach to this question has been governed very largely by
the definite statements made by those in authority that they
desired relief kept out of lltlm On April 28, 1935, President
Roosevelt said: “The most effective means of preventing such evils
in this work-relief program will be the eternal vigilance of the
American people themselves. I call upon my fellow citizens every-
where to cooperate with me Iin making this fnost efficient and
the cleanest example of public enterprise the world has ever seem.
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It is time to provide a smashing answer for those cynics who say
that a democracy cannot be honest and efficient. If you will help,
this can be done. I therefore hope you will watch the work in
every corner of this Nation. Feel free to criticize. Tell me of
instances where work can be done better or where improper rao-
tices prevail. Neither you nor I want criticism in a purely fa
finding or partisan spirit, but I am jealous of the right of every
citizen to call to the attention of his or her Government examples
of how the public money can be more effectively spent for the
benefit of the American people,” This statement, coupled with
your own as quoted above, indicates a desire for honest, efficient
administration which is to be admired.

However, statements of this sort are not sufficient to insure the
desired results. Evidence of waste, use of W. P. A. funds,
and needless red tape is found on every hand. Without solicitation
of any kind, letters have come to me from all over the country
revealing a state of affairs which in many instances is positively
vicious. I can cite example after example of wicked practice, such
as is found in the case of a Republican W. P.

other than partisan issues. These are not isolated cases. Situa-
tions of this kind prevail all over the country. You have doubtless
read the account given by Mr. Johnson, formerly State supervisor
of the W. P. A. In Pennsylvania, in the last issue of the Saturday
Evening Post. conditions as reported by Mr. Johnson in
the State of Pennsylvania cannot be corrected simply by dictating
an office memo.

I have asked for a full and complete investigation of the Works
Progress Administration for the following reasons:

1. Taxpayers are justified in asking a businesslike statement in
detail of the various uses for which the billions of dollars already
appropriated are being spent.

3. No such detailed statement showing the names, number, or
salaries of employees has been made available to the newspapers
or public generally, although this is public business and should be
treated as such.

3. Evidence already in hand points indisputably to the fact that
relief money, in many instances, is being spent for partisan and
political appointments contrary to the purpose for which work-
relief appropriations were made. Without an investigation no per=
son can estimate the extent of this evil. Those who administer
these funds have repeatedly declared that they desire to keep relief
out of politics. They should welcome this investigation, for it will
help them to accomplish the efficient administration of their task.
Taxpayers have the right to know how their money is being spent,
and the only way this can be determined is through an investigation,

4, Attempts on the part of the work-relief administrative au-
thorities to investigate their own organization problems have not
solved them and could not solve them. The extension of work-
relief administrative authority is so vast, so much money and so
many people are involved, that taxpayers are warranted in asking
for a senatorial 1nvestlgat.1$. as in the case of all other matters
pertaining to the public welfare. Charges of abuses will multiply
until an impartial investigation 1s made. This would be particu-
larly unfortunate during a national-election f

5. There is no necessity to give undue pub 1c1ty to the ordinary
routine of work-relief administration. The names and salaries of
workers in the lower brackets need not be made public. However,
all information whatsoever to the administration of
work-relief funds should be made available to a Senate mvestigat-
ing committee. Publicity should be glven only through th
ordinary channels in regular committee hearings.

6. The work-rellief budget for the coming year, asking for an
additional $1,5600,000,000, has just been placed before Congress.
Taxpayers are justified In knowing how previous appropriations
have been spent before authority is delegated to make new ex-
penditures without congressional counsel or appropriate legisla-
tion. I favor work-relief appropriations. I have voted for them
consistently. I favor additional appropriations. However, I be-
lieve the people of this country are justified In asking how much
money has been spent in the past, how it has been spent, and
how it may be spent in the future to the greatest advantage of
the Nation. Information, acceptable to all concerned, can be
obtained only through an impartial investigation under present
circumstances.

The Senate Committee on Expenditures in the Executive Depart-
ments, to which my resolution was referred and of which I am
& member, reported favorably on the resolution today. This com-
mittee, If authorized to make such an Investigation, would be
expected to report its findings to the Senate as soon as possible,
together with its recommendations, if any, for necessary legislation,

view of your statement to the press, which points in the
right direction, would it not be helpful to set up nonpartisan
citizens’ committees in every State, county, city, and governmental
unit where W. P. A. workers are employed who would have power
to pass on work-relief administrative appointments in order to
assure that they are nonpartisan in character? Such committees
could also serve as a clearing house for troubles and complaints
which cannot secure satisfactory settlement through the ordinary
channels of W. P. A. administrative authority. I believe that a
plan such as this, coupled with other suggestions which I have
in mind, would do much to make practical your expressed desires
to xeep relief out of politics.
yl
James J, DAvis.



612

STATEMENT OF SENATOR JAMES J. DAVIS TO THE SENATE COMMITTEE TO
AUDIT AND CONTROL THE CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF THE SENATE,
APRIL 2, 1936

When I first asked for an investigation of the Works Progress
Administration I had but one thought in mind. I desired to get
the names and salaries of W. P. A, workers in the upper brackets,
whose income was $100 a month or above. These would be pri-
marily those who were doing administrative work. In order to get
this information which I had asked for and which had not been
obtained, I suggested an appropriation of $5,000.

I realized, of course, that other Senate investigations were cost-
ing all the way from $50,000 to $100,000. But when I asked for
#5,000 I had only in mind the expense which might attach to

the list of names for which I had asked.

Since this first suggestion was made so many new developments
have come to my attention that I now see that this investigation
will cost far more than that, In the first place, the Commitiee on
Expenditures in the Executive Departments has asked that an in-
vestigation of the Federal Emergency Relief Administration be
added to the investigation of the Works Progress Administration.
This was not my request, but I agreed to It.

When word went out over the country that there was prospect
of an investigation letters came to me from all over the country
telling of conditions in the W. P. A. which, if thoroughly exam-
ined, would mean an investigation of the Works Progress Adminis-
tration in every State in the Union. Such an investigation, if
once begun, would have to be completed, It would cost all the
way from $100,000 to $250,000. At least $50,000 would be necessary
with which to begin. I wish to say emphatically that I desire to
have no part in an investigation which is abortive. If a thorough-
going investigation is to be made, I want to be sure that it is
actually what it purports to be. The purpose of such an investi-
gation should not be either to smear anyone or to whitewash any-
one, but actually to discover conditions as they are so that
information may be made available for the proper regulation of
work-relief activities in the future.

We were plunged into work-relief activities in a hurry. The
administrative set-up was formed to meet an emergency. We now
see that what was said to be an emergency represents a condition
which promises to be with us for some time. Work relief is now
with us on more or less permanent basis. In view of these facts,
we cannot afford to treat abuses as though they will disappear of
their own accord in the near future. We do not know how long
work relief will be necessary. We do know that at the present time
more money is being spent in this way than in any other govern-
mental agency. With the expenditure of so much money there
comes an inevitable responsibility to safeguard the administration
of these funds no matter in whose hands they are entrusted.

If work relief lasts for years to come we cannot begin too soon
to examine ways and means to discover how the taxpayers who
foot this bill can get the most for their money. Obviously, we
have come to the time when work relief can no longer be con-
tinued on an emergency or experimental basis.

The Audit Committee will have to determine whether a thor-
cughgoing investigation is desired or something less searching,
In the beginning I asked for $5,000 in order that the names and
salaries of administrative officers in the upper brackets, above
$£100 a month, might be secured and an investigation begun in
the State of Pennsylvania as was suggested by Senator Lewis,
chairman of the Committee on Expenditures in the Executive
Departments.

I am prepared to proceed with a thoroughgoing investigation
if it 1s authorized by the Senate, but again I wish to make clear
my belief that such an investigation will cost upward of $100,000
and I do not wish to begin an investigation and then later on be
compelled to abandon it for lack of necessary funds. If a full and
complete investigation of the W. P, A. and F. E. R. A. is to be
made, I wish to be sure that it is conducted on a scale commen-
surate with its importance to American taxpayers. If only §5,000
is to be appropriated, I should like to have distinctly understood
that this amount will be used only for the limited purpose for
which it was asked.

SepTEMEBER 30, 1936.
Mr. Harry HOPKINS,
Administrator, Works Progress Administration,
Washington, D. C.

My DEar Mr. HopkinNs: Pennsylvania is aflame today with rumors
and gossip regarding the waste and partisanship of relief adminis-
tration. Regardless of the outcome of the election, such talk is
exceedingly harmful to the thousands of defenseless men, women,
and children who are dependent on Government aid. They have
been needlessly humiliated. They have been brought to the atten-
tion of the public in the worst possible way because of the secrecy
in which the administration of funds for their aid has been main-
tained leading to charges of politics in relief. It is now currently
charged that no man on a relief or work-relief roll dare vote against
the present administration. It is charged that the W. P. A, has
developed into the most gigantic political machine this country has
ever known. It is charged that only 63 cents out of every work-
relief dollar gets to the man on the work-relief job. The public
does not know the truth of these matters, because by your refusal
to cooperate with those who asked repeatedly for an impartial inves-
tigation of the W. P, A. you acted as though you were the work-
relief czar and in effect said, “The public be damned.”
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Today I am writing Benator AUcUsSTINE LONERGAN, chairman of
the Senate Committee on Campaign Expenses, urging that the com-
mittee obtain from you a full list of the names, addresses, and sal-
aries of all administrative officers, political appointees, and foremen
on the W. P. A, in Pennsylvania,

I addressed a series of requests to you asking for information as
to the administrative personnel of the W. P, A. in Pennsylvania. I
made clear that I did not wish the names of those subsisting on
rellef in the lower brackets. To date I have not received the infor-
mation requested, although a fractional part of one list came to my
office. I was informed that the clerical labor involved in the com-
pilation of the information for which I asked occasioned the delay.

Would it be possible for you to imagine yourself on a work-
relief roll?

Put just for a moment in the place of a helpless victim
of this depression. Once perhaps you were making $5,000 a year and
all seemed well and secure with you. Then came financial losses,
unemployment, and dire distress for yourself and your family.

The only way to get bread under such circumstances for yourself
and dependents would be the prospect of a work-relief job, which
would pay you as a white-collar worker $93.50 a month. But
under the ruling so long in effect under which milllons of Amer-
ican citizens came upon home-relief rolls, you could apply for that
Job only after you had declared yourself destitute—in effect, a
pauper—for this was for years the ruling of the Works Progress
Administration.

First, you would go on home relief rolls, and finally, in many in-
stances, synthetic work would be crranged for you on a work
relief roll. For months you would read in the newspapers that
every person on relief is expected to vote for the New Deal. You
would gradually be led to belleve this to be the unwritten law of
the administration. You would come to know that when you
signed up on rellef you had signed away your electoral rights in
the eyes of the public, no matter how earnestly you might assure
yourself silently to the contrary. In the eyes of your fellows you
would be one of the many millions who had sold his vote to the
New Deal for starvation wages. *

Then you would see the red-white-and-blue signs stuck up on
your job to let the public know that the Works Progress Adminis-
tration is advertising itself. Your W. P. A. assoclates would fur-
nish you with information as to how you might expect a promotion
if you were willing to change your political registration. As the
campaign came on you would be asked to wear campaign buttons,
badges, and insignia put out by the Democratic National Com-
mittee. If you refused to wear this insignia or to subscribe to
“We the People,” someone might question your right to eat at
public expense.

All the time you would be hating the relentless machine which
gradually sought to undermine your character, deny your indi-
viduality, and demand that you become another *“yes man" for
the New Deal. This, Mr. Hopkins, is what the Works Progress Ad-
ministration under your leadership means for thousands of men
and women in this country.

By your refusal to cooperate with those who wanted to take the
stigma off of the Works Progress Administration you helped to
build the public mind against the man on relief.

Again I wish to request that you cocperate with those who are
trying to take politics out of relief. I hope that you will give to
the Senate Committee on Campaign Expenses the full list of names,
addresses, and salaries of administrative officlals, political ap-
pointees, and foremen in the State of Pennsylvania, so that the
public may be informed, as it has a right to be, conc the con-
duct of governmental business. Is it too much to ask that this
information be made ready within 15 days, so that voters may
have sufficient time to become acquainted with the facts?

If the charges made against the W. P. A. are false, it should
bring you satisfaction to prove them so, for the reelection of the
President now seems partially contingent on this issue. If the
charges made are true, the repression of this information will work
a lasting damage to the American people, for which they will have
a right to hold you fully accountable under the law.

I hope that the public may have the facts within 15 days.

Sincerely.

SerTEMBER 30, 1936.
Hon. AUGUSTINE LONERGAN,
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.

DeAR SENATOR LONERGAN: I wish to thank you for the opportunity
you gave me to appear before the Senate Committee on Campaign
Expenses in executive session. Your evident desire to uphold our
electoral laws and secure fair play for all heartens me. I wish you
and the committee every success in your work to maintain just and
fair electoral conditions.

Perhaps you will understand how very much I dislike continually
to be raising the question of relief in its political aspects. Condi-
tions have forced these matters to my attention for many months
and I have made every effort to have this issue taken out of ths
realm of gossip and rumor into the impartial light of a legally
constituted committee. During the last session of Congress I asked
repeatedly that a full and complete investigation of the W. P. A,
should be made and the question of politics in relief be settled by
8 Senate committee so that it would not be kicked around as a
political football in the campaign, as is now the case. My recent
appearance before your committee was the first time that I have
been tted to present this problem to any committee having
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authority to act upon it. I now hope that that constructive action
will be taken immediately, as the public is entitled to all the facts
relating to this issue.

Those who administer the W. P. A. have consistently stated that
there is no politics in relief. Mr. Hopkins time and again made
this statement and to my knowledge has never retracted it. He
was content to issue orders forbidding such action to be posted on
W. P. A. bulletin boards and to prevent the public from learning
the results of investigations of the W. P. A. made by his own sup-
ordinates. I wrote to Mr. Hopkins a number of letters, beginning
in February, asking for a list of the names, addresses, and salaries
of all political appointees, administrative heads, and foremen of
the W. P. A, in Pennsylvania. His assistants replied to my letters
but it was many weeks before I received a very small portion of the
list for which I had asked. To date my request is still unanswered.
The clerical labor involved in preparing the list was advanced as a
reason for delay.

In the face of the tremendous amount of rumor which is going
the rounds regarding the political aspects of the W. P. A., it must
appear obvious that the administration has now more to gain from
a respectful hearing of the evidence in these matters than by a
continuation of a policy of repression.

I voted for the varicus relief and work-rellef measures and I
expect to be asked to vote on kindred measures in the next session
of Congress, Irrespective of the cutcome of the November election.
Relief and work relief will be continued. Right-thinking men will
insist that it be carried on in a nonpartisan way and that those
who recelve this ald will not be compelled to stultify themselves
by abandoning their individual electoral rights.

I have been censured for voting for rellef measures and giving
aid to programs out of which has been developed a gigantic po-
Iitical machine now being used to throttle the electorate and to
cppose all who differ with it. Today I realize that nothing will so
surely deprive needy people of the relief to which they are justly
entitled as the waste and partisanship which now attends its ad-
ministration. I have hoped to stand for the rights of the victims
of this depression during this administration, and in the next should
there be a change. In event of a Republican victory at the polls
this year, I wish to be free to continue to uphold the rights of the
needy unemployed,

In the last analysis the only justification of voting appropria-
tions for relief is the distress of defenseless men, women, and chil-
dren. No one tchould starve in the midst of plenty. Those who
seek to make political capital and create fat jobs for themselves out
of human misery deserve to have the full light of publicity directed
upon them. They cannot stand before the reproach of public
opinion. I would not wish to believe that the President would be
willing at this time to attempt to shield these for the sake of
political advantage.

I suggest that you ask Mr. Hopkins to provide your committee
with the names, addresses, and salaries of all administrative em-
ployees on the W, P. A. in Pennsylvania; all foremen, and all politi-
cal appointees, particularly in western Pennsylvania and Allegheny
County, so that this information may be made public. I am not
asking for publicity to be given to the names and addresses of
unfortunate men and women who in their distress have been driven
upon relief rolls and who are now subsisting at an income level
which Americans generally have been taught to regard as starva-
tion wages.

- Enowing that you are consistent within yourself and have a long

and honorable record of public service and that you desire good
government to prevail, I am making this request of you and your
committee. I have tried to obtain this information from Mr.
Hopkins, but without success. As a result, the issue has been
thrown into the heat of a political campaign. I believe that Mr.
Hopkins will recognize the right of your committee to subpena
data from his office, if necessary, and that he will give you the
cooperation he has refused me. In event that Mr. Hopkins with-
holds this information from the public, I suggest that you ask the
President for it. ¢

I need not inform you that the request which I have made to
Mr. Hopkins is entirely in keeping with the traditional rights of
taxpayers who call for reports on public business and the obliga-
tions which bind those who hold public office. The administrative
work of the W. P. A. is public business and its personnel should be
held just as strictly accountable to taxpayers as regularly elected
officials. If this is not true, we must then conclude that the
W. P. A. represents a usurpation of public authority entirely in-
consistent with the American plan of ent. What mayor
of any American city could refuse to publish the names, addresses,
and salaries of those on the public pay roll?

Rumor has it that there are more bosses, foremen, administra-
tive officials on the W. P. A. in Allegheny County than are required
to service any one of the largest industrial firms in the State of
Pennsylvania. If this be true, taxpayers have a right to know
the facts.

I need not repeai what I said before your committee as to my
lifelong position regarding political coercion. I can conceive of
nothing more despicable than for any powerful organization, be it
industry or government, to attempt to destroy the individual
political rights of those on its pay rolls. During a long experience
in Pennsylvania I have from time to time heard charges of voter
coercion. I dare say that there is a measure of truth in these
statements, although as a millworker I had no personal knowledge
of such conditions. No one has ever attempted to deprive me of
my electoral right. Observation of steel workers and coal miners
leads me to believe that they are so independent in action that at-
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tempts to force their vote would bring just the opposite action on

their part. There were charges of yoter coercion in 1932, A survey

of industrial centers, South Pittsburgh, Farrell, and other districts

populated with workers will show that these people voted as they

gia&;&ed at that time. I believe they will vote as they think best
Y-

I enclose copies of two letters I have received, reserving the names
of those who signed them for your committee, lest their public
use bring undeserved trouble to those who have volunteered this
startling information. The letters will give your committee but a
slight idea of the charges which are now current regarding politics
in work relief in the State of Pennsylvania.

Again, I wish to express my appreciation of the courtesy extended
to me by vour committee. It is my firm belief that if all who have
had to do with the conduct of this great public responsibility had
fulfilled this trust with an eye single to the welfare of the people
as with you, there would not now be incessant demand for an
investigation of these charges.

Most cordially yours,

DeceMeer 29, 1936,
Mr. Harry HOPKINS,
Administrator, Works Progress Administration,
Washington, D. C.

My Dear Mr. HorEINs: Now that the campaign is over I am con=-
tinuing my request initiated almost a year ago that the names,
addresses, salaries, and positions of the entire administrative per-
sonnel of the W. P. A. throughout the country be macde available to
all authorized representatives of public opinion and taxpayers. As
United States Senator from Pennsylvania I ask especially for this
information regarding this State.

This request was made early last spring, but your office did not
make the data available, I continued time and again to make this
request long before the campaign got under way. Not heeding it,
you made it a campaign issue, but publicly stated that my sole in-
terest in the matter was political. The campaign is over, but I am
still asking for this information, and, representing the constituents
of my State, I shall continue to ask for it until the ordinary routine
of justice and fair play in the handling of public money in your
office is achieved.

I have made it thoroughly clear that I am not asking for the
names and addresses of every one on relief, but only those of the
administrative personnel. This information should be made public
just as in the case of your salary and mine and others on govern-
mental pay rolls. We now witness the circumstance of the publi-
cation of the administrative personnel salaries of private business
concerns through the Federal Trade Commission, Bureau of Internal
Revenue, Social Security Commission, etc., while the same sort of
information is denled the authorized representatives of the public
by your office. I know this to be true in Pennsylvania,

If you choose to ignore this request as you have done in the past,
I shall have no other recourse than to introduce a resolution in the
Senate again asking for this data. I should much prefer to have
the information directly from you. Your cooperation in this re-
spect would show that you desire to rid this issue of politics.

Sincerely yours.

Work PROGRESS ADMINISTRATION,
Washington, D. C., January 18, 1937.
Senator JAmMEs J. Davis,

United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

DeArR Mg. Davis: This will acknowledge your letter of December
29 in which you request that the names, addresses, salaries, and
positions of the entire administrative personnel of the Works Prog-
ress Administration in Pennsylvania be made available to all au-
thorized representatives of public opinion and taxpayers.

As I indicated previously on several occasions, I have felt that
the public might have and should have a very real interest in the
methods of operation of this Administration, the amount spent
for administrative expenses of various kinds, including the salary
grades and the total amount of salaries in each grade., I can also
see a legitimate interest in the public’'s knowing the salaries of
the major officers who are responsible for the formulation and
execution of the policies of the administration. I cannot, however,
see how it could have a legitimate interest in the individual salaries
and addresses of the many hundreds of employees performing minor
clerical functions.

This principle seems to me to have been well recognized by Con-
gress, when In 1925 it passed an act directing the Director of the
Census to continue to compile the Federal Register and restricting
this register to persons occupying supervisory and administrative
positions in the executive and judiclal departments of the Gov-
ernment. Under this act it has been the practice to publish only
the names, addresses, and salaries of those officials who are re-
sponsible for formulation of policies of the various bureaus or who
supervise major portions of the work. This position has, I believe,
been concurred in for many years by the heads of the various
executive departments who have, according to my understanding,
refused to give out information of the type which you request.

I am perfectly willing to make available to the public the
names and salaries of the major officers of this administration in
Pennsylvania or any other State. I am not willing to make public
names, salaries, or addresses of the clerical employees since I
firmly believe, as stated above, that the public can have no legiti-
mate interest in this information and its publication would only
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subject these employees, who are receiving only small compensa-
tion, to the gossip of neighbors and the pressure of commercial
and political salesmen,
Sincerely yours, F
Harry L, HoPRINS,
Administrator.

JaNuary 19, 1937.
Hon. HArrRY HOPEINS,
Works Progress Administrator, Washington, D. C.

My Dear Mr. Horxins: Your letter of January 18 in response to
my letter to you of December 29 is at hand.

Your reply in which you say, “I cannot, however, see how it
could have a legitimate interest in the individual salaries and
addresses of the many hundreds of employees performing minor
clerical functions” led me to examine the file of letters I have
written you during the last year. In each of these letters, if you
will trouble yourself to examine them, you will find that I have at
no time asked for a list of W. P. A. “performing minor clerical
functions.”

I have insistently asked for the names, addresses, positions, and
galaries of all administrative officials, which includes investigators,
foremen, project supervisors, managers, and assistants, etc. These
people may not be paid salaries of more than $93.50 a month, but
they exert political influence, and that, Mr. Hopkins, is what we
are talking about.

I am not asking you for a list of actors, architects, draftsmen,
artists, sculptors, teachers of art, librarians, musicians, teachers of
musiec, playground workers, writers, editors, bookkeepers, account-
ants, auditors, statistical editors, enumerators, stenographers, typ-
ists, blacksmiths, bricklayers, stonemasons, carpenters, cement
finishers, electriclans, painters, plasterers, etc.

Let me again state that I wish the names, addresses, salarles, and
positions of W. P. A. and F. E. R. A. and other relief organizations
you have had in charge during the last 4 years, all administrative
personnel which includes Administrators, State administrators,
project supervisors, foremen, managers, inspectors, investigators,
and their assistants. These people possess political power, and it
is the use made of their political authority which is now called in
question.

You say that you are “perfectly willing to make available to the
public the names and salaries of the major officers of this adminis-
tration in Pennsylvania or any other State.”” In keeping with the
policy which you say you have adopted, I wish to ask you to make
public the names and salaries of all administrative officials, for
all of them have to do with the formulation of the political policy
of your administration.

I am asking you, and let me repeat it, for the names, addresses,
salaries, and positions of all the administrative personnel of the
W. P. A. and F. E, R. A, and other relief organizations which you
have had in charge during the last 4 years, to include the names of
administrators, assistant administrators, State supervisors, project
supervisors, investigators, foremen, managers, and the assistants
of all these, together with all others whom the taxpayers will wish
questioned when they are called to give an account of the money
spent during the last 4 years at your direction.

Formerly you have protested that the clerical work necessary to
compile these lists would prove a tax upon your staff. In order
to avoid any too great burden upon you, permit me to suggest that
lists be compiled first in the State of Pennsylvania and that repu-
table newspapers be allowed through their representatives to have
access to the flles so that they may compile the lists which other-
wise might prove too difficult a task for you and your associates.
After the State of Pennsylvania has thus been covered, the findings
may suggest the possibility of the worth of further proceedings in
other States. My mail would indicate this, but I am willing to
wait, pending what is found out in Pennsylvania.

You say, “I am perfectly willing to make available to the public
the names and salaries of the major officers of this administration
in Pennsylvania or any other State.” I believe, Mr. Hopkins, this
is a step in the right direction, but it is only a step. In keeping
with this policy I wish to ask that you follow it through in a thor-
oughgoing way. I ask you to give authority for representative news
agencies of the taxpayers to ascertain immediately the names and
salaries of all administrative personnel as above indicated, for all
of them have had to do with the formulation of the political policy
of your administration, and it is the politics of your administration,
Mr. Hopkins, about which we are concerned, and not any reference
such as you have made to compilations of official lists in the Federal
Register back in 1935,

Sincerely yours,
James J. Davis,
United States Senate.

May 26, 1937.
Mr. HArrRY HOPKINS,
Worlks Progress Administration, Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. HoprINs: This will acknowledge your letter of May 24
relative to my request for data concerning the names, salaries, and
positions of administrative personnel of W. P. A. The list of the
names, addresses, and salaries of the State administrator, deputy
administrator, State director of finance and statistics, State di-
rector of women’s and professional projects, State director of divi-
slon of operations, and district directors of W, P. A, districts in
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Pennsylvania is only a small part of the data that should be made
available upon request to representatives of the public.

In view of the tremendous importance of our Federal relief pro-
gram I wish to review in some detail the correspondence which
you and I have had on this subject.

On March 19, 1936, I wrote you as follows: “I have read your
statement carried by the Associated Press in which you say: ‘No
employee of the Works Progress Administration, either adminis-
trative or engaged on a project, is required to make any contribu-
tion to any political party, No Works Progress Administration
employee's job will be In jeopardy because of the failure of said
employee to make such contribution. No employee of the Works
Progress Administration shall at any time solicit contributions for
any political party, and evidence of such solicitation will be cause
for immediate discharge. The question of whether or not to con-
tribute to any political party is a matter entirely for the voluntary
decision of sald employee. No person shall be employed or dis-
charged by the Works Progress Administration on the ground of
his support or nonsupport of any candidate of any political
organization.’

“I believe this to be a step in the right direction. However, it
is only one of a number of decisive actions which, in my judg-
ment, should be taken if relief is to be kept out of politics in the
future. Unfortunately, conditions have been allowed to develop
to such an extent and the difficulty of control of the national
organization of the W. P. A, from Washington is so great that no
mere statement of policy such as you have made, sincere and
thoroughgoing as it doubtless is, can solve this problem.

“My approach to this question has been governed very largely
by the definite statements made by those in authority that they
desired relief kept out of politics. On April 28, 1935, President
Roosevelt said: ‘The most effective means of preventing such evils
in this work-relief program will be the eternal vigilance of the
American people themselyes. I call upon my fellow citizens every-
where to cooperate with me in making this the most eficlent and
the cleanest example of public enterprise the world has ever seen,
It is time to provide a smashing answer for those cynics who say
that a democracy cannot be honest and efficient. If you will help,
this can be done. I, therefore, hope you will watch the work in
every corner of this Nation. Feel free to criticize. Tell me of in-
stances where work can be done better or where improper practices
prevail. Neither you nor I want criticism in a purely fault-finding
or partisan spirit, but I am jealous of the right of every citizen to
call to the attention of his or her Government examples of how
the public money can be more effectively spent for the benefit of
the tﬁgxe:gmn peuple{w This statement, coupled with your own, as
quo above, indicates a desire for honest, efficient adminis
which is to be admired.” HAAD,

However, statements of this sort are not sufficient to insure
the desired results. Evidence of waste, partisan use of W. P, A.
funds, and needless red tape is found on every hand. Without
solicitation of any kind, letters have come to me from all over
the country revealing a state of affairs which, in many instances,
is positively vicious. I can cite example after example of wicked
practice, such as is found in the case of a Republican W. P. A.
supervisor, with a wife and seven children dependent upon him,
replaced by a Democrat, with but two persons dependent upon
him, for no reason other than partisan issues. These are not
isolated cases. Situations of this kind prevail all over the country.
You have doubtless read the account given by Mr. Johnson, for-
merly State supervisor of the W, P. A. in Pennsylvania, in the last
issue of the Saturday Evening Post. Certainly conditions as re-
ported by Mr. Johnson in the State of Pennsylvania cannot be cor-
rected simply by dictating an office memo.

You will observe, therefore, Mr. Hopkins, that as early as March
1936 I had expressed a deep interest in the work-relief adminis-
tration problem, However, in the heat of the campaign, Septem-
ber 30, you stated in the newspapers, “Senator Davis thinks of
nothing except in terms of politics and never did in his life
* * *. The only time he shows any interest in the unemployed
is near election.” The facts do not bear out this statement. I
wish to assure you that my continued interest in this problem
is not political, and I would question the advisability of impugning
the motives of men in public life who differ with you.

On May 7, 1937, work-relief problems had developed to such a
state that Hugh 8. Johnson in his column said: “Harry Hopkins
is reported to have said that a cut of $500,000,000 in relief apprc-
priations will fire 400,000 relief workers. That flgures out $1,200
per worker on relief. * * * This would indicate that relief
living is at least as fat as that of one-third of our employed pop-
ulation. * * The error in this is that the whole $1,200 does
not go to the relief worker. Only about $720, as an average, goes
to him. Accurate figures are not available, but it is generous to
say that only about 58 percent of the billions spent on relief
trickles down to those on relief. * * * Mr. Hopkins says the
total overhead is only 4.7 percent and adds that 10 percent is con-
sidered good administration in business management. It all de-
pends on what you call overhead. Mr. Hopkins’ boys roll their own
as far as accounting is concerned. It would be interesting to see
an independent audit of the seven billions or so dollars that they
have broadcast. * * * It is one of the most grotesquely fan-
tastical and tragic pieces of administration in the history of the
human race.”

This was the statement of General Johnson, a great friend of
the President, who speaks out of the realistic experience he had
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with the W. P, A. while in charge of it in New York City. Would
you say that his statement was made for political purposes?

I note in the table of statistics you have sent me May 24, 1937,
that of the total expenditures of W. P. A. in the State of Pennsyl-
vania cumulstive through March 31, 1937, you state that only
2.9 percent has been spent for administration. But, according to
General Johnson, the average cost of administration has been 4.7
percent. How do you explain this discrepancy? Does it cost less
to administer work relief in Pennsylvania than elsewhere? Will
you kindly give me this information together with your ex-
planation?

On January 18, 1937, I wrote you as follows:

“Your letter of January 18, the first I have had from you, in
response to my letter of December 29, is at hand.

“In reply to my request that the public be informed as to the
names, addresses, positions, and salaries of the administrative
personnel of the W. P. A, you say: ‘T cannot see how it could have
a legitimate interest in the individual salaries and addresses of the
many hundreds of employees performing minor clerical functions,’
which, permit me to say, Mr. Hopkins, is quite beside the point.
Your remark has led me to examine the flle of letters I have
written you during the last year. In each of these letters, if you
will trouble yourself to examine them, it will be evident that at
no time have I asked for a list of W. P. A. workers ‘performing
minor clerical functions.’" Inasmuch as you have signed your name
to the above statement, the public should now learn that you are
dodging facts. This should interest the taxpayers, as they are
now taking under consideration the possibility of the organization
of a new department of the President’s Cabinet to be known as
the Department of Social Welfare, in connection with which your
name is sometimes mentioned.

“I have insistently asked for the names, addresses, positions,
and salaries of all administrative officials, which includes admin-
Istrators, assistant administrators, State supervisors, project super-
visors, investigators, foremen, managers, and the assistants of all of
these. Perhaps I have failed to list them all, but this will do well
enough for a . These people may not be paid salaries of
more than $93.50 a month but they exert political influence, and
that, Mr. Hopkins, is what we are talking about.

“I am not asking you for a list of actors, architects, draftsmen,
artists, sculptors, teachers of art, librarians, musicians, teachers of
musie, playground workers, editors, bookkeepers, accountants, audi-
tors, statistical editors, enumerators, stenographers, typists, black-
smiths, bricklayers, stonemasons, carpenters, cement finishers, elec-
trlclans painters, plasterers, etc.

“I am asking you, and let me repeat it, for the names, addresses,
salaries, and positions of all the administrative personnel of the
W.P. A. and F. E. R. A. and other relief organizations which you
havehndmehargedunngthelestiyem to include the names

of administrators, assistant administrators, foremen, managers, and
theasaiatantsofanthese together with all others whom the tax-
payer will wish queatloned when they are called to give an account
of the money spent during the last 4 years at your direction.”

‘This request still stands un , and I maintain that this is
information to which the taxpayers are entitled and that it should
be made available, upon request, to representatives of the public.
Bincerely yours,
James J. Davis.

JoLy 2, 1937.
Mr. Harry HOPEKINS,
Administrator, Works Progress Administration,
Wushmgton, D. C.

Dear Mz. Hopxins: I understand that at your request the Sen-
ate provision that the names, addresses, salaries, and positions
of all administrative personnel in the W. P, A, F. E. R. A, and
all relief organizations which you have headed up, receiving more
than $1,000 a year heretofore or at the present time was taken
from the apj gruprint!on bill when it went to conference.
derstand that you stated that if this provision were omitted you
would see to it that I received this data for the State of Penn-

sylvania, I request that you make this data available as soon
as possible. I should like to have it within the next 30 days if
you can provide it within that time.

Most cordially yours,

JaMES J. Davis,

JuLy 14, 1937.
Hon. Jamzes J, Davis,
United States Senator, Washington, D. C.

My Dresr SewaToR Davis: In accordance with your request of
July 2, 1937, I am enclosing herewith a list showing the names,
positions, salaries, and location of all administrative empluyees
of the Works Progress Administration and the National Youth
Administration in Pennsylvania receiving $1,000 a year or more,

There are no employees of the Federal Emergency Relief Ad-
ministration now in Pennsylvania.

These lists were made up from pay rolls for the period June
16 thrcélgh June 30.

cerely,
i HaArrY L. Horrins, Administrator.

Mr. DAVIS., Mr. President, this correspondence shows that
I spent nearly 18 months in correspondence with Mr. Hop-
kins before he would consent to release to me the names,
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number, addresses, and salaries of the administrative em-
ployees of W. P. A. in Pennsylvania. Finally, after the
election of 1936 had passed, and after 18 months of futile
requests, I received a partial although imperfect response to
my petition for this information. Much of this correspond-
ance was carried in the CowcrEssioNAL REcCOrRD and in the
press. I was alone in asking for the information. Certainly
Mr. Hopkins knew that I wanted the information. He knew
why I wanted it because I had consistently charged that there
was politiecs in W. P. A. in Pennsylvania, and yet he would not
cooperate with me to stop it.

Mr, WAGNER. Mr. President, Mr, Harry L. Hopkins, who
has been nominated by the President to be Secretary of Com-
merce, comes from my State of New York. I will not intrude
myself for too long a time into this discussion, when we
should be coming to a vote, because those who have spoken
for Mr. Hopkins have already stated his achievements and
paid tribute to his high character,

Of course, as a matter of traditional policy in the Senate,
the issue as to the confirmation of one nominated for a
position in the Cabinet is much narrower than in the case of
the ordinary nomination sent to the Senate. The Senate has
always recognized that the President, as the Chief Executive
of the country, is entitled to have in his own family those in
whom he has confidence and whose advice he desires during
his administration. Unless there has been something asserted
and established affecting the moral character of the individ-
ual appoinfed, the Senate has readily confirmed, and rarely
in all its history has there been a mere partisan issue raised
in the case of a nomination of this character.

As I recall, there has been only one case since the Civil
War in which the Senate has rejected a Cabinet nomina-
tion, and that was the case of Mr. Warren, during the
Coolidge administration, It was established beyond ques-
tion that Mr. Warren had been a lobbyist for the so-called
Sugar Trust. The Senate felt that his appointment to the
high office of Attorney General did not deserve confirmation.

I am not relying in my vote, however, merely upon that
sound policy which has always been observed by the Sen-
ate. I am voting for the confirmation of Mr. Hopkins be-
cause I know that in so doing I represent the sentiment of
my State, and also because of the high character of Mr,
Hopkins, and because of his unusual success in one of the
most difficult tasks that has ever devolved upon any
individual.

During the debate no one has referred to the rise of Mr.
Hopkins to his present place. He has held many positions
of honor and of great responsibility., He has discharged
the duties of all of them with extraordinary success, and
always, of course, with unquestioned integrity.

In 1912, after his graduation from college, Mr. Hopkins
became connected with the Association for Improving the
Condition of the Poor, which is the largest nonsectarian
private charity organization in the whole United States. In
the course of that employment he conducted an investiga-
tion of slum conditions, and his report, though made way
back in 1912, is still one which will enlighten many of us
on the great problem of slum clearance in this country. Al-
though he was guite a young man at the time, he was highly
complimented for his work in that regard.

Mr. Hopkins’ work attracted the attention of the then
mayor of New York, Maj. John Purroy Mitchel, one of our
eminent mayors, now deceased, and he persuaded Mr, Hop-
kins to become the executive secretary of the New York City
Board of Public Welfare. I am somewhat more familiar
with that work because, as a member of the State Senate in
the State of New York at that time, I had occasion”to be
in touch with his work in that particular department. That
duty he discharged with great distinction and with marked
ability.

Mr. Hopkins applied for leave to go to the front during
the World War, but he was rejected because of the condition
of his eyesight. He insisted upon making some contribution,
however, and was placed in charge of the work of the Gulf
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division of the American Red Cross. He did his work there
so well, Mr. President, that he attracted the attention of
those interested in that particular enterprise and was later
made the head of the entire southern division.

I need not tell the Senate the kind of work which is in-
volved in the Red Cross, particularly during wartime. Mr.
Hopkins handled large sums of money, and performed all
the other services required, with great distinction and abso-
lute integrity.

After the war, Mr. Hopkins was appointed a director of
the New York Tuberculosis Association, and in that field of
endeavor he also worked with great success, being responsible
for building up that organization into a great force for
research in preventive medicine.

In 1931, when New York State was confronted with the
problem of feeding the unemployed and taking care of and
sheltering the destitute, Mr, Hopkins was selected as working
director of the temporary emergency relief administration
of the State. In 1932 Mr. Hopkins became chairman of
the temporary emergency relief administration by appoint-
ment of then Governor Franklin D. Roosevelt.

During all this time, in his service in the State of New
York, when under his direction there was distributed $140,-
000,000 to alleviate the needs of the poor and the destitute
and unemployed, there was never the breath of suspicion of
misappropriation of any funds. On the contrary, the busi-
ness people of New York, as well as those who were inter-
ested in this problem from the social standpoint, all praised
him very highly.

If I may remind the Senate, during the last part of the
Hoover administration, several Senators were exceedingly
apprehensive of what was going on in the country. We saw
countless people out in different sections of the country who
lacked shelter, food, and clothing. The first major relief
bill to take over and to expand upon the efforts of the R. F. C.
was introduced by myself, the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr,
La ForrerrEl, and the late Senator from Colorado, Mr.
Costigan, whose recent death profoundly shocked us all. The
Senator who is now gracing the chair will remember the
occasion very well, because he participated in that move-
ment also. Hearings were conducted, and the most tragic
situations were disclosed. The city of Chicago, in particular,
was so badly hit that neither the State nor the municipality
could cope with it, and yet the Federal Government refused
to move in the way of doing anything to alleviate the situa-
tion. The Senator from Illinois came before our commitiee
and stated the plight of his particular State.

In 1933 the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La FoLLETTE],
Senator Costigan, and myself constituted ourselves a com-
mittee to improvise legislation for the setting up of some
independent Federal machinery for bringing relief to the
States. We sent for Mr. Hopkins. Not one of us had ever
met him before. We had only heard about his successful
work in the State of New York. He sat down and aided us
in the drafting of the legislation which Congress later en-
acted, and thereafter the President asked Mr. Hopkins to
head that particular activity called the Federal Emergency
Relief Administration. Later he headed the C. W. A. and
W. P. A. programs.

Without going over the entire record—because it has been
so well done by others who preceded me—I will say that Mr.
Hopkins undertook this tremendous task, and until the end of
the last session I had heard no criticism of his work. Year
after year, when the appropriations came up for considera-
tion, Senators on the other side, as well as Senators on the
Democratic side of the Chamber, rose and spoke approvingly
of Mr. Hopkins, and there was no suggestion that political
influence was in any way involved in the administration of
his office.

I think I have a right to say that from the very beginning,
by my votes as well as my public utterances, I have been in-
sisting upon freeing relief administration from any kind
of political influence. I knew Mr. Hopkins would not utilize
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relief for political purposes, but no head of an undertaking
of that kind, involving the expenditure of $9,000,000,000, can
be expected to go to every corner of the United States and
watch every little subordinate to see whether he is attempt-
ing to persuade somebody employed under W. P. A, to vote one
way or the other.

I voted for the proposed Hatch amendment. I voted against
requiring the submission to the Senate of the names of the
directors in each State, because, frankly, I feared that this
would bring political considerations to bear.

If I may say so, Mr. President, T have consistently followed
that course in my own State. I had nothing to do with the
appointment of the administrators in my State. I did not
know who they were to be until after their appointment.
All have rendered admirable service. Colonel Somervell has
been directing W. P. A. in New York City—the most difficult
relief task in the country—to the complete satisfaction of
all and entirely free from any suggestion of politics. I
know that W, P. A. employment has there been based solely
upon the need of the individual, and that has been true
throughout my State,

Indeed, no suggestion was made by the Sheppard commit-
tee that there was any politics involved in the administration
of W. P. A. in the State of New York. The number of heads
of families employed at one time on W. P. A. work by reason
of the unemployment situation has reached 300,000. In all
this time, several million men being employed on W. P. A.
off and on, only one complaint has been made which came
to the Sheppard committee, was investigated by the Shep-
pard committee, was found to be absolutely unfounded, and
was dismissed.

Mr. President, I went through a rather strenuous cam-
paign. I had a very alert and able opponent against me.
All but four newspapers in the State were against me. I do.
not complain about that. They felt that my opponent should
be elected. But what I mean to say is that my opposition
was very alert. So was my colleague’s opposition. As a mat-
ter of fact his opponent was a gentleman of distinction in
New York who had been one of the administrators of re-
lief in the city of New York. And I may say, Senators, that
during the entire campaign, and it was a vigorous campaign
covering over 2 months, not a suggestion came from our
opposition that the W. P. A. was used in the slightest way
to influence a single vote. At the time we had about 250,000
men employed under W. P. A.

If I had been the administrator I would not have made
the political speeches which Mr. Hopkins made. I would
have refrained absolutely from any kind of political activity
even as ansindividual. He frankly admits that if he had to
do it over again he would not make such addresses. I do
not suppose all of us would want to have search made into all
our indiscretions.

Let us look at the accomplishments of Mr. Hopkins as
the head of the W. P. A. The administrative expenses,
about which we hear so much, are down to 2.3 percent. On
the total outlay of administrative expenses, the percentage
is only 3 percent, whereas Congress, in the legislation it
enacted, authorized him to expend as high as 5 percent of
the fund for administrative expenses.

What has the W. P. A. accomplished? It has built 12,000
new public buildings, and repaired, improved, or enlarged
36,000. It has constructed 46,000 miles of highways, roads,
and streets and 157,000 miles of highways were improved or
repaired. The W. P. A. built airports, laid sewers, developed
vast park and play areas, and carried on conservation, public
health education, and cultural projects. It has many more
accomplishments to its ecredit. I shall not delay the Senate
by reading them all. I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the ReEcorp as a part of my remarks the record,
which I have before me, of actual accomplishments of
W. P. A, throughout the country, so far as complete data
are available.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the mat-
ter referred to may be printed in the REcorb,
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The matter is as follows: TasLE T—Physical accomplishments on Works Progress Administra-
tion projects—Continued
TasLE T~—Physical accomplishments on Works Progress Administra~ .
i Number t
TarovueH OcT. 1, 1637 L
CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES Type Unit of measurement PO e 2
£ w - prove-
[Preliminary—subject to revision] struction ments
Number or amount
Highways, roads, streets, and
Unit of related facilitiess—Con.
Type t New Cur ntinued.
con- | Addi- |Improve- Lights for roads and streets.| Number_________..__.__
struc- | tions | ments {Mlhs of road equipped..
tion Roadside drainage . ... Linear feet of ditch_...__
Linear feet of pipe. ...
Roadside landscaping..... ?Iil.l 'ﬁ'&rﬁ'ﬁ;ﬁf .....
s = T 1 THear nted_
Public buildings—total -] 12,212 1,363 36, 510 Street signs.. .. .._...__. gmm o} sg'.:: made__
uildi total umber of signs erected_

Ednsstionsibol phers o = = 53 bt Remo;al of car and Miles of single-line track

School Number....| 1,771 647 | 18802
3 A s and airwa L}
Libraries Number__.| 8 25 514 "'Prggat (mmmg Same

Recreational buildings—total.......| Number....| 3,777 238 2,664 ings): o
Auditorinms. 52 206 19, 756
Btadia, grand 39 257 382, 731

ums 86 238 2
Other (pavilions, 61 1,963 e
ete.). ing buildings):

Institutional buildings—total. ....... 61| 2484 | Athleticfields.______________| g
Hoapitals. . ... .cucmesas 33 068 ik Aole. M e e e s et e i e i
P?% institations... 14 361 [ 29lons ) #Siacte A LY B— p—
o 14 1,255 Parks 26, ’?,; 191, 433

Courthouses, offices, and other ad- | Number..... 615 116 2,545 Additions to parks.eeeooeeo [{ N HMDOL oo el e

ministmﬂvo buildings. it 1, lg -------------

Dormitori ast | 14 983 | Fairgrounds....oooooec....| o Gl

Fire b 120 17 1,156 Pla Aot % 3 0

Garages. 763 61 463 FET 5 1, 303 3,792

Wt s o| 4| s | School 3,087

Armories 132 2 211 Other 705

i e pr iy Y, i 143
us and si :

Demolition of bulldings.—......——-—-....| Number 6,033 | SwWimmingpools............. 2,757, 462
A7
AR G AT Wading poolS.en - ecoaeeee o 152,100
186
Unit of measurement

m New con- Improvo- Golt et T 1% :ig
struetion men Tennis courts 1,174
Handball courts. 50
h rlmd.s mts. and 2 oo il Num| 731 lg
mgmf:b?& Tce-skating rinks. oovoaann. . {Suzfm area in square | 34,011, 344 10, 373, 290
Bighways. ruads. and | Miles 40, 650 158, 604 29 i
hfﬂmw roads— | Miles 7,873 17,952 2 81
8 B

Paved Miles 2,353 2,162 | Water supply, sanitation, and

Unpaved Miles 5,520 15, 790 drainage systems:

Water educts, |[MS- oo 4, 205 1,459

Bnrgmmndm S SRS SRS 31,255 123,037 and dmmﬂ:ﬁw Number of consumer 123,028 165, 103

a Ol .
Storage tanks, reservoirs, |[Number . ___._____.._. 1,212 320
Paved Miles 2, 044 1, 989 and ¢ 4 Gallons capacity- ... |559,016, 724 |4, 069, 460, 438
paved Miles 20,211 121, 48 Storage dams Number_ 3, 504 298
el e RS Namber. oo C 1,632 1,437
Urban—total, Miles. 6, 568 16, 647 Treatment plants (excl. cess-
pools and septic tanks):

Paved Miles 3,044 4,990 T Y I NOmMDbeE.. . < o i 243

Unpaved Miles. 2,624 11, 657 ater. ... Number 60

Garbage ir t Number. 25

Other ks, cemeteries, | Miles 054 1,058 Pumping stations.,-..,.".-. Nronber, . de .ot ) 252

ete.)—total. o R e 6, 300
Btorm and sanitary sewers.._|{ Number of service con- 152, 681
Paved 253 213 nections.
Inpaved 701 845 Manholes and catch basins. . Numbar........_.__..-_ 156, 323
Banitary toilets. . eeeaee. 865, 955
Road shounlders (not includ- 2,935 20, 785 C 1 N 37,938
ed above). s e Septic tanks. .o 3,8
Bridges—total. cceeceanceaan ' 492 602, 734 Mine sealing. °Pﬁ ﬂ: 397 |
- Linw M d.lte.h_ _____ 30, 476, 208
Wood. o oo |[Number. ... 13,778 11,396 Mosquito tr M 1,097, 001
i e st Length infeet__________| 424,770 822,80 Gallons of spray used___| 1,218,757
Steel umber. ...... 1,418 4, 998 Drainage (other than road- |[Linear feot of diteh__ 6, 144, 148
Length in feet. B4, 028 208, 579 side and mosquito eradi- {Ltuearﬁaetal’ pipe.... 3, 698, 679
Maso umber. ... 4,033 1, 641 cation). Acres dralned. o -coeeeem 2,043, 552
LY - - enoeemeenee-===|{Length in fect. 126,724 61.853 | Flood and erosion control—
navigation alds—irriga-
Culverts.. o oooocoeesonnmmea gy UDDET ... o ... 200,719 42, 681 tion:
et L e Ll M| 0| mil
-CrOSSINg eliination. | INumpber of crossing | @3 = &9 lecceccccmenaa
ellminations Docks, wharves, and piers... e 40,243
Bidewalks and paths—total. .| Miles____ ... 5,156 3,208 éma ];Jn square feet 1,401, 77? 7,011, 47
amber. . .....__ , 16 49
Paved Miles 4,033 2,280 Jetties and breakwaters.—.._|{ Leneth in feet__..__. 92, 638 6, 020
Unpaved Miles 1.123 928 Cubie yards placed _____ 143, 657 73,397
Bulkheads Linear feet 266, 935 106, 966
Curbs. Miles 4, 480 1,077 Canals and channels_________ 1 SR s 166
Gutters Miles. 1,592 325 River bank improvements...| Miles 940
Guardrails and guardwalls_| Miles 637 360 Stream bed improvements._.| Miles 3,240
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TaBLE T—Physical accomplishments on Works Progress Administra-
tion

projects—Continued
Number or amount
Type Unit of measurement
New con- | Improve-

struction ments
Flood and eroston control—
navigation aids, ete.—Con,

Dredging (other than chan- Clébic yucll'tls of material | 9,901,740 |.cceocmaaanaa
redged.

nels).
Dams (other than storage or

154
power). !
Rxb%ra (other than river 404, 954
nK).
Retaining walls and revet- 2,738
ments. 334, 731
Levees and embankments.__ 1, 980, 022
7,724,338
[ Fyu T ) | e e S S e 1, ?8;: 714
Electric and communication
utilities: a A
Powerhouses.............. 17,171 153, 497
Transmission lines (electric) . 110 51
297 142
Power distribution lines_____ Number of consumer 6, 562 2,061
connections.
Tf,]ephona and telegraph g o 0205 672
1nes,
Number of boxes and
Police and fire-alarm signals_{{ signals.
Linear feet of line strung .

Grounds improvements:

dscaping around publie 9,025
buildings. 22,434
Miscellaneons landscaping._ | Acres 3, 962
Lighting airports, parking 24
lots, athletic fields, ete. 2,436
Fountains and ornamen 20
pools.
Fencing. .. cvevee- 6, 804
C y im . 3,427
Miscellancous:
Car and railroad track 230
Boats and shi 690
Fire observation towers_.____ 6
Paving (other than roads, Sqw yards hard sur- | 3,230, 761, 897
oyt TUS WAy, Square yards other sur- | 3,755, 1,615,822
N a7 [ vl TR, U 9 4
e g e
e - B 2,053
Other . et | osa5s0 10,227
________________ 139 81
Fish hatcheries_ - ooo_.oo... .\n;:aual fingerling capac- (336, 105, 700 | 241, 947, 018
¥
Monuments and historic | Nomber_ .o oeoeeeooooo. 394 93
i Linear fect 410, 256 211, 409
Gas lines (distribution and el A X »
transmission). N O Suaber f S 535
0Qil and other pipe lines...... Linear {0t - .o iuaasensas 43, 485 10, 188
TaBLE 8 —Physical accomplishments on projects
TuroveH OcT, 1, 1937
NONCONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES
[Preliminary—subject to revision]
Type Unit of measurement ngf’
Conservation (not elsewhere classified):
o H cres
R ion i {
Firebreaks_ . e
Fire and forest trails..__ A
Plant and tree nurseries Nu}nbgd of plauts or trees | 12, 559, 623
Number of trees trimmed. 1, 263, 984
Tree surgery.......... memcesmmnncin Number of trees removed . 257, 094
Bird and game sanctuaries._ . Nm of sanctuaries esta 819
Noxious plant eradication.. Acres... -==-| 6,370,862
Bpray treatments, disease, a ¥ 548, 1
sect-pest eradication (exeept mos- Ga]]nm of spray used... 11, 7565, 718
quito control). Tons of poisaned food 12,
Rodent destruction. . ccacaccancaas § . B'ell ....... 24, %, (!}(l)g
Cres of pre 2
FPlanting oy {Buahels planted.__. 2,633, 143
Food and {uel distributed:
e e e Numberofquarts.. .. 82, 307, 320
Foodstufls (not elsewhere classified) | Number of pounds. {711, 310, 838
Wood Number of ¢ords. - oaeeca-- e 571,413
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TaBLE 8.—Physical accomplishments on projects—Continued
Number or

Type Unit of measurement et
‘Work in libraries:

New branch libraries........ e Number established.-....-..- 3,535
New tra\.e]lng librarjes Number established_.. = 1,164
ms in existing libraries_| Number established . _______ 4, 502
Car.a.logi{ng for existing libraries..___ Number of volumes cataloged_| 20, 015, 505
Renovation of books—total ... Namber ol 33, 640, 219

Publie school volumes....._.._.
Publie library volumes. =
Other volumes_________________

Sewing rooms:

Articles made—total. cveeceeemnaao .| INUIIDAY . <« v nzanmmnansossm
Canning and preserving._ Net pound Kale
Bchool lunchesserved . _______._______.. Number_ oo
Medical, dental, and nursing assistance:

Number of clinies.___.
Dental clinics conducted.._..______ Number of persons examin
Number of persons treated_
Number of clinies_________
Medieal elinics conducted. ... Number of persons examined _ _
Number of persons treated._..
Number of clinies.______
Medical and dental clinies assisted __|{ Number of persons examin
Number of persons treated ____
Medical examinations other than |[Number of adults examined.___

ate

Nursing visits.. ... |

Nursing aid to clinfes. ___._.______.
Nursing aid at immunizations_.._..

ATvolassas: - ocoTe oo TS
Civicartcenters_ . _._._____._..___.
Drawings, easel paintings, murals,
and sculptured works. _.__.___._.
tehings, lithographs, wood blocks,

ete,
FPosters

.5 ST T B P W S,
Index of American Design plates. . _
Stage sets, dioramas, and models

Number of children examined_
lNum‘liaer of group inspections

Number of persons inspected__
Number of home visits made. ..

umber of W, P. A, nurses

assisting
Number of immunizations___.

Average monthly attendance. .
Aggregate attendance. .. ___.

Number of prints___
[Number of originals. .. ........

Number of reproductions._.._-
Number of objects_ _______.___|
Number of plates made..._...
Number

for visual education.
Musie:
1 iversgu monlg:iy nttundan}:;e_.
verage number per month_ ..
Musical performances. ...........-.. {Averags monthly attendance__
Theater:
Theatrical productions. .o oeeceeen-. I:umber ..... s g
Average num per month__.
Theatrical performances........ s {Averaga monthly attendance__
Number of books and pam-
Writing phlets written. ...
Number of copies distributed_|
Historical surveys:
Number of structures meas-
Historieal American Building Sur- Nﬂrmba;gr‘&{-ﬁﬁ?i_ﬁﬁé hader.
s/ Number of photographs made_
Number of vessels surveyed.__
Historieal American Merchant [{Number of drawings made____
Marine Survey. Number of }Jhotogm phs made.
counties w!tm
records have been lis
Nu.mber of county inventorlas
published.
Historical Records Survey......_._. Number of towns whose rec-

Federal Archives Survey-....

Planning surveys conducted
Research and statistical studies con-
ducted,

ords have been listad.
Number of churches whose

records have been listed,
Number of agencies whose

records were surveyed.
Linear feet of files surveyed
Nmnl;bz =

f8quare miles of mapping sur-
vey.
Miles of line survey-...coeen--

121, 710, 287
05,028, 273

17, 107, 605
7

555, 14
15, 972, 052
21, 518, 995
15, 874, 474

===y
26, 682, 014
—_ ==

36, 308, 817
129, 015, 003

28,702
4,876, 461
539

1,027

211, 746

088

o, 430

89, 681

293, 761, 171
274

Engineering surveys. - - cocecoceoaaoae
Number of permanent mark-
ors set.
Maps..... N of maps drawn..__.__
Indexing and catalogi Nur{l;l;er of items indexed or
cataloged.
Braille. Number of blind persons em-

ployed.
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Type Unit of measurement N;‘g:)?ﬁ:'{”
Number of Braille pages trans- | 1,245, 674
Braille seribed.
Noabor of viats smader oo\ 4,020, i
umber of v e e v
Aot s vy W et o o iiol—...| o2
ts in nursery mcmsasemea| Number provided___.________.
L. 3L Number of mtie]ﬁ con- | 3,312,786
usenm wﬁ‘ shuwod Or renoval
Number of articles cataloged .| &, 228,029
=
Education (month of October 1987)— |[Number of classes. ....cco...| 100, 145
total. {Number of enrollees.........| 1,144,680
ber of ¢l 17,195
Literacy Number of enrollees 192, 481
v v Number of ¢l 10, 596
Nt of a1 ‘o
5 umber o o, o ;
Avoeational and leisure time_._____ Nutiber of enrailess. L 1% ﬁfg
Number of ol ;
Parent and homemaking......... Number of enrollees. .. 136,379
College level and correspond Number g:
Number of classes.
Public affairs igumm: o; a]nrolbos
nm of ¢classes. _
Workers' N uml!:)n; o; e?amilees
umber of classes
General 8d0l . eeeeeeeeeeeeeee gum% n{ :]nm
umber of classes.
Nursery schools. Numg: oE enrollees
um ol |
Other Number of enrollees...__._.__
© i ity ters ted Number
ommunity cen operated.______ 1310, R R A e
Community centers assisted _______ N e e e i 7,815
Public participation in recreational
gg;i;)'ltms (week ending Aug. 28,
Physical r L Number of participant hours. .| 11, 428, 857
Social recmar.ion ............... Number of participant hours..| 2,471,797
Cultural recreation.. .| Number of participant hours..| 2, 285, 304
NN ‘I'harapeur.io recreation. ......-.| Number of participant hours... 134, 253
Archeologienl excavations. . ........ Number of articles found.______ 419, gi'
ey R i e i RN
Shoe repair Number of pairs_ - - oea| 609,446
Furniture repair. «cccccamccmanaaaas Number of articles... - —co--- | 879,288

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, the business people of my
State are in favor of this nomination. There has been some
suggestion from the other side that business has no confi-
dence in Mr. Hopkins, because he has never had any busi-
ness experience. As a matter of fact, he has been the ad-
ministrator of a governmental activity which has had the
largest pay roll of any separate entity in the United States.
The business people of my State, speaking through Mr.
Harriman, have declared emphatically that they have confi-
dence in Mr. Hopkins, and expect that he will make a very
efficient Secretary of Commerce. Indeed he has a great
opportunity.

Mr. President, in our drive for recovery, we must bring
about cooperation among industry, labor, and the Govern-
ment. I think Mr. Hopkins understands the problems of
industry. He understands the problems of the worker. He
has had long experience as a Government official, and knows
to what extent the Government ought to guide both business
and labor in our cooperative activities. For that reason I
welcome his appointment as Secretary of Commerce, and 1
hope that upon confirmation, he will devote himself unspar-
ingly to fostering that cooperation upon which our national
well-being so vitally depends.

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. President, I approach
this argument in a little different fashion from that in which
my predecessors, in speaking upon it, have approached it.

We have before us two records—the record of the Shep-
pard committee, and the record before the Commerce com-
mittee—when considering the confirmation of the nom-
ination of Mr. Hopkins.

It does no good, Mr. President, for men from the recesses
of their brains to tell us of the record of Mr. Hopkins in
other respects, or for Senators from other States, where
there was no question about what transpired, to go into
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their archives and tell us that there was nothing at all
disgraceful, nothing at all reprehensible, in those States.

Before coming to an argument in reference to the partic-
ular matters which involve Mr. Hopkins—I do not say they
involve his integrity or his honesty, but they involve him
politically, in dealing politically with those who had no
option, and those who had no power to resist—I desire to
settle one question, once and for all, in this body.

It has been argued here by many that the selection of
members of the Cabinet is a personal matter of the Presi-
dent, and that we ought not to interfere with any selection
that he may make. Upon us devolves the responsibility of
approving that selection, and upon us rests the obligation
of doing our duty in reference to any particular nomination
which may be sent in by the President upon that score.

This is not the first time the same question has been
before the Senate. In 1925 an epochal contest was here,
a contest involving the appointment of an Attorney General.
Upon that contest the lines were very nearly equal; and
many Senators argued then, just as it is argued now, that
the matter was one for the President to determine, and that
when he had determined it, it was not for us to have aught
to say, or in any degree to interfere.

I dissent from that view. I dissented from it 13 years ago,
when the nomination of Charles Beecher Warren was before
this body for confirmation. I dissent from it now, and I will
dissent from it every time a man is named to a Cabinet office
by the President of the United States.

At that time it was argued elaborately by various persons
that we ought not to touch the question; that, having been
named by the President, he was sacrosanct; and that we
ought not, even though the obligation is constitutionally
placed upon us, to touch the question at all. At that time an
argument was made by a very distinguished brother of ours,
in whom I have the utmost confidence. This is what he said:

Mr. President, can it be argued that we ought to close our eyes,
seal our lips, fold our hands, and let this nomination go through
without a protest, simply because the nomination is made by the
President and that we ought to acquiesce; that it is part of his
official family? There is no such thing in law as a President’s
official family. There is no such thing in law as a Cabinet officer.
The Attorney General has under his control enforcement officers in
every locality under our flag. It is his duty, as a sort of general
controlling an army of prosecutors and marshals and investigators
and detectives all over the land, to enforce every Federal law that
is on the statute books. His power, his influence for the upholding
of law, for the stability of our institutions, goes into every State,
into every hamlet, into every Federal court, and even before every
Federal commissioner; so that the importance of the office cannot
be exaggerated.

We set at rest then by our vote the question whether or
not we should act upon & nominee of the President for a
Cabinet office. We set it at rest then in a singular fashion, by
a vote which was a tie, and in which it was endeavored to
bring the then Vice President into the Chamber so that the
tie might be unraveled. He could not then be found. How-
ever, the situation was such that we settled the question
then forever, so far as this argument is concerned. Let me
read the vote quickly. I read the names of those who voted
“nay” upon that nomination. I am reading, of course, only
those who are now here:

Senators AsHURST, BoraH, FRAZIER, GEORGE, HARRISON,
Jounson, Kine, McKELLAR, NEELY, NORRIS, PITTMAN, SHEPPARD,
SHIPSTEAD, WALSH, and WHEELER.

All of them voted that the nomination should not be con-
firmed, and it was not confirmed.

There is another thing in respect to which I dissent from
my fellows, and that is concerning the position Mr. Hopkins
occupies and concerning the idea that he should be free from
any interference by the Senate of the United States in pur-
suance of its duty. Mr. Hopkins says that he was one of a
“team” and that as a member of that “team” he did unhesi-
tatingly and unquestioning everything that might be ordered
of him. I dissent from that view, and most emphatically so,
for I cannot imagine the kind of individual that will say
that he is a member of a “team” and if he is asked to do
something at variance with his judgment and his conscience
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he will do it notwithstanding his conscience and his judg-
ment. In effect this makes the nominee both conscienceless
and without judgment. I have a higher idea of the duty of
the individual Senators than that.

I know men who have refused Cabinet appointments
because they would not stand in that relation to the appoint-
ing power. But Mr. Hopkins says he as a member of that
“team” and under any circumstances would be loyal to what
the President requested of him. I cannot believe that he
means this because he cannot mean that he would do any-
thing, no matter what, in his loyalty.

The other day I read an editorial in the Baltimore Sun of
January 20 upon that very question. I wish to read to the
Senate the editorial. I read it so that it may, if possible,
have its influence upon the 3or 4,5 or 6, 7 or 8, 9 or 10, 11 or
12 Senators who are going to vote against the confirmation of
Mr. Hopkins’ nomination. I am not reading it in the expec-
tation that it is going to prevent the confirmation of Mr.
Hopkins’ nomination because I am sufficient of a realist to
understand that I am standing here upon my feet exerting
myself in a cause which is already defeated, but I do not
care a continental damn whether or not that is so, for I
know my cause to be right, and, knowing it fo be right, I
will fight for it here if mine shall be the only adverse vote
upon this floor. The editorial in the Baltimore Sun of Janu-
ary 20 reads:

FOR THE RECORD

In his speech discussing the qualifications of Mr. Harry L. Hopkins
for the Cabinet post for which Mr. Roosevelt has nominated him,
Senator Bamney, of North Carolina, made a point which deserves
more than passing notice. The Senator had been criticizing Mr.
Hopkins’ notorious participation, as W. P. A. Administrator, in the
various partisan undertakings of the President. He then made this
comment:

““Mr. Hopkins stated that his course had largely been dictated by
a sense of loyalty to the President and that he considered himself
‘a member of the team,” having a part to play. No one can com=-
plain of his loyalty, but one having the distribution of large sums
of public money for the relief of dependent people ought to have
considered the impropriety of attempting to influence people touch-

ing a question of national policy far removed from the domain of
relief.”

That is what I speak of—the impropriety of the actions of
Mr. Hopkins. Senators who are defending this gentleman
who was nominated for the office of Secretary of Commerce
may talk until doomsday, and may say that he did this, that,
and the other thing in their States, and that he has been
found by the people of the United States to be a very good
Administrator, and so on; but no living soul, I maintain, can
say with absolute accuracy that there was no impropriety in
the actions of Mr, Hopkins in dealing with the W. P. A. He
does not say so; but Senators who are advocating the con-
firmation of his nomination say so for him. He does not say
so. He says that if he were to travel the road again he would
not do the things that he did. He says that if he had it to
do over again he would “fire” the men, for instance, in Penn-
sylvania who were guilty of the wrongs there. He says these
things. Senators who are advocating the confirmation of his
nomination say, on the contrary, he has done none of them.
He admits them, and he says, in so many, many words, that
if he had the road again to travel, if again it were put up to
him whether he would permit the things that were done, he
would not tolerate them, nor make the political speeches he
made. He would see that they were stopped.

I read further from the editorial in the Baltimore Sun:

Loyalty, as everyone knows, is one of the major human virtues.
But there are loyalties and loyalties. A man appointed to be judge
clearly owes no loyalty to the Governor or President who appointed
him. He owes 1oyalty on.ly to the law which he is sworn to inter-
pret and enforce. A private secretary, at the other extreme, owes a
sg\;:_llal kind of loyalty to his employer—a greater loyalty, perhaps,
i a Cabinet member owes to his chief.

Mr. Hopkins' conception of his obligation to Mr. Roosevelt would
have been prailseworthy had he been a mere private secretary. It
might have been admissible had he been a Cabinet officer. But his
position as relief administrator transcended these. He was en-
trusted with the spending of billions of dollars in public funds,
taken from the people of the country as a whole.

Senators on the other side seem to think the public funds
that were used by this man were taken from their particular
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class and their particular party. Not so; the funds were taken
from all the people of this land, and should be administered
in behalf of all the people of the land.

He dealt, in a very unusual relationship, with millions of un-
fo?lunat-es. His attitude, his policy, stood between them and desti-
tution.

Who could argue that, under such circumstances, Mr. Hopkins
was merely a member of Mr. Roosevelt's “team”? Who could argue
that if Mr. Roosevelt hinted at it, it was Mr. Hopkins' right and his
duty to use his special power to influence public opinion with
relation to a moot question, such as that of packing the Supreme
Court? Who could argue that loyalty demanded that he inject him-
self into primary elections in order to influence the outcome?

To ask these %uestions is to answer them. When Mr. Hopkins
announced that he regarded himself, when W. P. A. Administrator,
as a member of the President’s team, he announced at the same
time that he had no fit conception of the job which was entrusted
to him. For that job is one in which the loyalty demanded is not
to an individual, even if that individual be the President of the
United States. The loyalty demanded of an administrator of public
relief is loyalty to an abstract principle, call it even-handed justice,
call it impartiality, call it humanity, or what you will.

That expresses better than I could my idea of the loyalty
owed by Mr. Hopkins to his appointing power, and I will not
admit that a single bit of other loyalty rested upon his
shoulders than is described in that editorial.

Now, let us consider the evidence for a moment. As we go
through the evidence we find permeating Kentucky and Penn-
sylvania one thing, namely, the use of the power of the Ad-
ministrator of the W, P. A. He denies it, it is true; but in
the next breath he admits that he did wrong, and he would
not do it again if he had it to do over. Just follow, sir, for a
moment this testimony:

Page 89:

Senator Jomwnsow of California. Those things which they have
held to be reprehensible in the W. P. A, you do not controvert or
contradict?

Mr. Hoprins. Well, insofar as we are now discussing the in-
dividual cases that the Sheppard committee investigated, I am not
raising any questions about the accuracy of those reports.

The Members of the Senate know what the reports are.
The reports show conclusively that he was mixing, either
himself or through his subordinates, in Pennsylvania and in
Kentucky, and he was influencing thus the people who came
under him. I read further from the testimony:

Senator Jomwnson of California (referring to Pennsylvania).
Anybody could have had that information.

Mr. Hoprins. Not necessarily, Senator. I have known wrongdo-
ing to have gone on for a year before anybody found out about it.

Benator Jornson of California. Absolutely. But you do not want
to say ';.hst that is the excuse for these things in Pennsylvania,
do you

Mr. HoreINs. No, Senator; not at all.

Senator Jounsow of California. I thought you were.

Mr. Hoprins. No, Senator; I am not. I certainly do not like so
many of the things that have gone on in Pennsylvania.

Yet Senators stand here and split hairs as to what Hopkins
did. The whole testimony reeks with just that sort of denial,
and it is only that sort of denial that arises in relation to
what occurred.

I quote another excerpt from the testimony:

Page 83:

Mr. Hopxins. I stopped it hundreds of times.

Senator JornsoN of California. But you did not stop it in Penn-
sylvania or Eentucky?

Mr. HoprinNs. Well, S8enator, despite the people I fired throughout
the country, I did not stop it. It had happened before I found
it out, and then I took the action that I thought was necessary.
I do not know whether anybody could stop all these things from
happening in the first instance. Because, after all, American poli-
tics has a long history and tradition, and most of you know the
way the local political organization works in America, and it does
not consider some of the things necessarily bad, that you or I
might consider bad—such as selling tickets. I mean to say that
that has been done in many places.

Senator Jomnson of California. Do mot lay the emphasis so
much on tickets, though.

Mr. Hopxins. Or getting money or making contributions or
telling somebody that, “You have to give 2 percent of your salary.”

Senator JorENsoN of California. Or hitting a lot of truckmen for
$100 aplece?

Mr. Horxins. That is right. I think it is reprehensible, and
there is not one redeeming feature in it.

And there was not. Talk as you will about New York
State. New York State is free from wrong, so our friends
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from New York say. They may be right. So other States
are free from wrong; but the States that were mentioned
were not free from wrong, and that statement rests upon the
admission of Hopkins.

I wish I had the power adequately to paint the sewing
circle there in Pennsylvania. “With fingers weary and worn,
with eyelids heavy and red,” there sat those old women in
Pennsylvania, sewing, sewing, sewing; and then they were
dragooned into taking three, four, or five hundred tickets.
The tickets were thrown at them. “Take these tickets!
Take these tickets, you, and buy them!” And they reached
into their frayed and worn purses, and they dug out a dollar,
8 dollar and a half, two dollars apiece, and paid for some
five-hundred-and-odd tickets that were thus sent to them—
they, the worst people on the face of the earth from whom
to demand such an outlay! It was shameful; it was dis-
graceful; and no amount of saying now that “I am sorry I did
it, and I would not do it again if I had it to do over again”—
not a whole roomful of that sort of thing mouthed by every-
body here who is for Harry Hopkins and for that sort of
thing can cram it down the throats of three or four or five
or six of us, and convince us that that is the right or decent
thing to do, and his toleration of it cannot be defended.

Thus it goes all along the line. “I am thinking now just of
human beings.” How I have heard that expression echoed
down the corridors of this Chamber! “I am thinking just of
human beings, men, women, and children. I am thinking just
of these human beings who, through no fault of their own,
have had the misfortune to be put upon a W.P.A.roll. Iam
thinking of them.” ¥You may talk to me forever withoui
making any future impression about being for men, women,
and children, and the submerged one-third that are “ill-clad,
ill-housed, and hungry”; but, Senators, when you came to
deal with them in the most precious possession they had, the
right to vote, you said to them, “Take these fickets, $1.50, $2,
if you will, and do as you are told to do on election day.”

1 tell you, Mr. President, it makes one’s blood run cold. Oh,
it does not make the blood run cold of some of you over there.
It would not touch you if I were to call the roll of those who
died because of it. But if the things are true that Hopkins
admits to be true—and he does admit it—then it is time for
us to put our stamp of disapproval upon it. You cannot con-
done it and you cannot approve it. You cannot condone it
and you cannot approve it, no matter how much eloquence
may be wasted in this body, no matter how many people may
tell you that those things are things which always were done
in politics. It may be that they were. I have not met with
that kind of politics. If it were done in my State in my
behalf, I would repudiate it so quickly that I would make the
man who did it suffer for it; and I will not act in a different
way in regard to this great man Hopkins, around whose head
we put a halo here today, and around whom we have drawn
the mystic circle, and one of us has said in substance he is a
greater man than the Saviour Himself. Just think of it.
This man has proven himself in this way upon the record
that is before the Senate of dealing with these people in the
manner I have described.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair may be per-
mitted to inform the Senator from California that he has
5 minutes more under the limitation.

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Very well, sir. I am sorry
I have but 5 minutes. I wish I had the time that I ought
to have occupied at the last session upon this nomination.
I do not like to talk long. I do not like to get up here and
make a speech of this sort, or a speech of any sort, now.
I make it because it is my duty to make it. I make it
because it is the way I have thought all my life. I make it
because when Republicans were in power I fought nominees
of the President of the United States whom I thought to
be unfit. I make it because I want to stop this thing with
the W. P. A. and with the poor people of the country. I
repeat, in the language of the great man I have quoted
before, I speak, I think, of human beings alone.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to have printed
at the end of my remarks an article by Raymond Clapper
relative to Mr. Hopkins.
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There being no objection, the article was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

[From the Washington Daily News of January 16, 1939]
HOPKINS VERSUS HOPKINS
(By Ra; Clapper)

Frequently during this ation men connected with it
have retired from their New Deal positions only to reappear in the
public eye as energetic floggers of the regime with which they had
been connected. They find that policies which once seemed pure
as the driven snow are, when seen from outside the administration,
somewhat smeared with soot. There is no critic more severe and
exacting than the New Deal officeholder who has put away his halo
ﬁ gone back to the world of sin. His is sharper than a Hoover's

th.

In a sense, Harry Hopkins has outdone them all. Whereas office-
holders have stepped out and immediately cocked their blunder-
busses at others in the New Deal, Hopkins, not a man to do
by halves, has taken to shooting at himself. Former Rellef Ad-
ministrator Hopkins has become a most penetrating and construc-
tive critic of Rellef Administrator Hopkins.

Former Relief Administrator Hopkins disapproves of the political
speeches made by Relief Administrator Hopkins last summer. For-
mer Relief Administrator Hopkins thinks that Relief Administrator
Hopkins was wrong last summer in not firing Kentucky relief em-
ployees who were playing politics. Former Relief Administrator
Hopkins thinks the Senate made a mistake last summer when it
voted down the Hatch amendment to prohibit political use of
relief, whereas Relief Administrator Hopkins, who was expressing
his views on various political matters at the time, remained silent
when a word from him would have forced the Senate to adopt the
Hatch proposal.

No one predicted that this boon would result from taking Hop-
kins out of W. P. A. Looking at relief from the outside, he is now
its most constructive critic, and he is giving the force of his en-
dorsement, which is considerable because of his experience and
ability, to efforts in Congress to fumigate relief of its political
odors. As an ex post facto administrator of relief, Hopkins 1is
selting a standard that his successors can well strive to reach.

Hopkins has thus helped to prepare a receptive atmosphere
for the recommendations of the Byrnes committee, which pro-
poses pulling relief and reemployment activities together into a
new Department of Public Welfare, placing them on a permanent
basis as far out of reach of politics as is possible with
this sort of activity. Relief activities would be coordinated and
tied in with public works, unemployment compensation, and larger
assistance to the aged and incapacitated. The Byrnes committee
also will seek to include in the pending temporary rellef ap-
propriation bill safeguards against political manipulation of

The House bill omitted any provision for introducing civil
service into the relief organization. If a new permanent relief
set-up is to be ordered by Congress, the omission of civil-
service provisions in the temporary relief appropriation is of
small importance.

Roosevelt had, by Executive order, prepared
clvil-service status, existing employees of W. P. A. on February 1.
The House objected to freeging political appointees into W. P. A.
by this method and vetoed the whole scheme but neglected to
provide any substitute in the form of civil-service examinations.
Some 35,000 jobs are involved. Those jobs ought to be placed
on a nonpolitical career basis.

Also, State relief administrators now have to be confirmed
by the Senate, which makes senatorial patronage out of those
jobs and makes them as political as the old postmasterships.
Senators insisted upon the right of confirmation, fearing that
otherwise the relief administrators might become hostile political
forces. Those administrators, too, ought to be nonpolitical career
men.

- - - - L] L -

Anyway, former Relief Administrator Hopkins shows by what a
simple process objective and constructive criticism can be ob-
tained. Take a New Dealer off his job and start him talking.
It would be really getting somewhere if Roosevelt, after leaving
the White House, became a newspaper columnist and started
telling what he thought was wrong with the New Deal. That
would be something.

Mr. BARELEY. Mr. President, I hesitate to detain the
Senate longer in the consideration of this nomination, but I
shall occupy the time of the Senate for a few moments,
not only because I deem it my duty to do so but because I
want to do so.

I hope that in what I shall say I may be free from
emotion, and free from any unfairness toward anybedy; but
we are dealing here, and must continue to deal longer than
most of us would desire, with a subject that is intensely
human. That subject is the relationship of government to
those of its citizens who are unfortunate enough not to be
able, by their own efforts or their own opportunities, to enjoy
the share of whatever economic prosperity or wealth there
is in the Nation, which under other circumstances they
would be permitted to enjoy.
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We have been engaging here during the past 6 or 7
years in what has come to be popularly known as relief.
We started out in the beginning under the delusion that the
Federal Government could loan money to the States, and
thereby escape its responsibjlity of administration; and for a
while we harbored the delusion that that money loaned to
the States would be returned. We soon discovered the
fiction of that delusion; and the Government, by gradual
steps with which we are all familiar, took over the respon-
sibility of relief and work on a national scale. Mr. Hopkins
became the Administrator of the Federal Emergency Relief
Administration, referred to as the F. E. R. A. Gradually
that developed into the C. W. A., the Civil Works Adminis-
tration, which finally evolved into the W. P. A., the Works
Progress Administration.

During the entire time during which Mr. Hopkins has been
the Administrator of F. E, R. A.,, and C. W. A,, and W. P. A,,
there have been expended $9,357,076,000. During that time
between 225,000 and 250,000 separate projects have been
prosecuted and completed under the W. P. A. and the
C. W. A. under the administration of Mr. Hopkins. During
the life of the Works Progress Administration 6,780,000 dif-
ferent persons have worked throughout the United States
on projects that were conducted under the supervision of
the W. P. A. and Mr. Hopkins.

I ask any Senator here who opposes this nomination, or
who opposes the program of the W. P. A., to point to a
single one of these 250,000 projects in connection with which
there has been discovered a dollar’s worth of graft under the
administration of Harry Hopkins. These projects have con-
sisted of the erection of schoolhouses all over this Nation.
They have consisted of the construction of playgrounds and
parks and highways. They have consisted of the rejuvena-
tion and revival of historic sites of one kind and another all
over the Nation in order to perpetuate in the minds of coming
generations the deeds of heroism of those who have gone
‘before. They have consisted of all kinds of worthy projects.

I have seen some of these projects. Driving through the
mountains of Kentucky I have stopped in the middle of the
road to observe a three-room or four-room modern brick and
stone schoolhouse standing hard by a one-room log cabin, the
sort of schoolhouse in which our people in those sections have
been educated from generation to generation. I have seen
hundreds of more commodious buildings all over the country.

In all the debate over the character of Harry Hopkins as
a person and over the character of his administration as a
public officer I have heard no reference made to these evi-
dences of permanent improvement, to the enrichment of our
social and economic lives in not only every county but in
almost every village and hamlet and throughout every coun-
tryside over this Nation, in connection with no one of which
has anybody charged, nor ean anyone prove, that a dollar of
graft went to anyone in charge of these projects or this
program, or to anyone who worked upon them.

Since the 4th of March 1933, 6,780,000 men have been em-
ployed under the jurisdiction of Mr. Hopkins, and the news-
papers of the Nation which have been unfriendly to this ad-
ministration, and which have sought to find something which
could be the basis of a charge of misconduct, have gone out
with spyglasses and with magnifying instruments of all kinds
to find a peg on which to hang a hat indicating corruption or
incompetence. Then, in an unfortunate statement made by
Mr. Hopkins in the spring of 1938, he said that if he were
still a citizen of Iowa—having once been a citizen of that
State—he would vote for the opponent of our friend and col-
league, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. GruLerTE]l. I said at the
time Mr. Hopkins made that statement, and I now say, that
it was an indiscreet statement, that it was a mistake for him
to have made it, it was an improper statement for him to have
made. Aside from the merits of any contest in which the
Senator from Iowa, for whom all of us have the highest re-
spect and esteem, was a candidate, the statement was an in-
discretion, it was improper, whether it was deliberate or
casual, as at the time I thought it to have been. The Senator
from Iowa, however, helieved it was deliberate. Whether it
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was deliberate or casual, it ought not to have been made. I
venture the suggestion that if it had not been made the Shep-
pard committee never would have been authorized by an
amendment to go info the activities of the W. P. A. The
Sheppard committee having already been appointed to inves-
tigate campaign expenditures in the various senatorial races,
the statement that was made by Mr. Hopkins created such a
furor on the floor of the Senate that it resulted in the amend-
ment of the resolution under which the Sheppard committee
was appointed, involving an investigation of the activities of
the W. P. A. in senatorial contests.

As the result of the activities of the Sheppard committee,
a report has been brought here in which the committee
criticizes the activities of certain subordinate officers of the
W. P. A. in three States—Tennessee, Pennsylvania, and Ken-
tucky. In its report the Sheppard committee was just
enough and fair enough to say that although they discovered
some activities in Kentucky that were reprehensible, I had
no knowledge of them, and was in no way responsible for
them. The Sheppard committee could have made no other
sort of report, because if they had had all of their investi-
gators in Kentucky, and if they had remained there umtil
now, and should stay there another year, they could not
have produced and could not now produce any evidence that
could have fastened upon me either knowledge of or respon-
sibility for the things which they criticized in the State of
Eentucky. -

Reference has been made in the report of the committee
and in the debate on the floor of the Senate to the report
made by a very lovable and estimable newspaper reporter
who represented the Scripps-Howard press of an investiga-
tion he made in the State of Kentucky. I refer to Mr.
Thomas L. Stokes. I know Mr. Stokes. We all know him.
He is an estimable man, and I think wanted to be fair. I
do not think the fact that that particular chain of news-
papers was hoping for my defeat and in their paper in the
State of Kentucky opposed me vigorously day by day in
their news columns and their editorials had any effect on
the kind of report Mr. Stokes made to his paper.

At that time there were 60,000 people on the rolls of the
W. P. A. in Eentucky, and after spending weeks in the
State, Mr. Stokes found that 22 people had been guilty of
conduct which he thought was subject to criticism, and he
wrote about them in his papers. Those cases were immedi-
ately referred to Mr. Hopkins, and he did what every
department of this Government will do under such circum-
stances; he sent his investigators to the particular localities
involved to interview the people concerned and to investigate
the charges which had been made in these newspaper
articles. The same course had been pursued by the Post
Office Department and is pursued day by day and year by
year whenever charges are made against a postal employee.
The same practice is followed by every other department
when charges are made against its personnel. It sends its
investigating force to look into the charges and make a
report.

By inference and by implication Mr. Hopkins is criticized
here because he pursued that policy, because he sent his own
investigators instead of going into some other department
and getting theirs to investigate these cases. The result of
his investigation was that, out of 22, 2 of the charges were
sustained, and 20 of them were declared not sustained. I do
not know what evidence the committee has in addition to
that which was gathered by Mr. Hopkins’ investigators. It is
not very important. The committee says that Mr. Hopkins
was wrong, that 18 of the charges were sustained instead
of 2.

Not only these newspapers, which were, I suppose, inter-
ested in the result in Kentucky, not on account of my im-
portance, but because in the position I occupy temporarily
I was a sort of symbol in the State of Eentucky of the New
Deal fight, but other newspaper writers here in Washing-
ton have undertaken to create the impression that if it had
not been for corruption and intimidation and coercion and
reprehensible conduct of someone in connection with W. P, A,
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I would have not been returned to the Senate of the United
States.

Mr. President, so far as the people of Kentucky are con-
cerned, I do not have to defend my record on the fioor of the
Senate. The first office I ever held was that of prosecuting
attorney, to which I was elected when I was 26 years of
age. At the end of 4 years in that office I was elected a
judge without opposition.

Before my 4-year term had expired I had been elected to
Congress to represent a great district of that State in the
House of Representatives. And although I had a fight in
my first campaign, for 14 years I was returned without oppo-
sition to the House of Representatives.

In 1926 I was nominated, without opposition, for United
States Senator from the State of Eentucky. At the end of a
6-year term I was renominated, carrying 112 counties out of
120, and was reelected in 1932.

In 1938 I was confronted with the opposition of the chief
executive of my State, a popular and colorful young man
who had been able to build up a political organization which
was the strongest and the most nearly invulnerable that ever
existed in the State of Kentucky. In my campaign for re-
nomination I had to fight that organization, with all those
on the State pay roll who were openly assessed from 2 to
5 percent of their salaries in order to raise a campaign fund,
and the Sheppard committee reports that the portion of that
fund collected from men and women who were employed and
paid wholly or in part out of the Federal Treasury, amounted
to $70,000. That included men who were working on the
highways, where the Federal Government was helping to pay
the expense. That included old-age pension agents in every
county, who drew half their salary out of the Federal Treas-
ury. That included the personnel of the unemployment
service, every dollar of whose salary was paid out of Wash-
ington, not a dollar of which was contributed by the State
of Kentucky.

I do not wish to rehash the primary campaign in Ken-
tucky; but in view of the unfair and in some cases deliberate
misrepresentations of those who have tried to paint my nomi-
nation and election with the infamy of imputed wrong, I
have a right to speak. As I said here the other day when in-
terrupting another Senator, for 30 years I have been holding
public office because I have been chosen by the people of my
State and my communities. I never bought a vote nor au-
thorized a man or woman to buy a vote in my behalf. I
never put up a dollar in all my life to buy a vote. I do not
believe in it. All my life I have stood for fair and honor-
able elections in Eentucky and offended and made enemies
of some of my own party associates when I fought for a direct
primary in order that the people might vote their choice,
instead of having their choices manipulated in political con-
ventions. And whatever the outside world thinks, knowing,
as I think I do, what the people of Kentucky think, regard-
less of what the people anywhere else may think, I do not
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propose either for unfriendly newspapers or for unfriendly
colleagues of my own here, if there are any, to smear that
record that I have made over a period of 30 years in order to
find a pretense for voting against Harry Hopkins for Secre-
tary of Commerce.

About all the compensation we get here in this body is
perhaps the delusion that we are rendering a public service
and the reputation that we are able to build up in the per-
formance of that service. There are no financial rewards
that we can honorably take here that could not be infinitely
multiplied on the outside by the exercise of only half of our
energy or our care or our diligence in the performance of
some private duty.

Mr. President, what are the facts? The statement has
been made here in this debate that because the pay rolls of
the W. P. A. were increased in 1938 we are automatically
to conclude that the increase was due to politics. Who made
that increase possible? Not Harry Hopkins. Not Franklin
D. Roosevelt, who is the ultimate target of all this denuncia-
tion—and you need not doubt that for a moment. Harry
Hopkins did not make possible the increase in the W. P. A,
pay roll in 1938. Franklin D. Roosevelt did not make it pos-
sible. The Congress of the United States bears the responsi-
bility for that, for they increased the amount that might be
expended for W. P. A. labor over that of 1937 because, what-
ever you call it, whether it was a recession or whether it was
a depression, as described by those whose minds dwell in
venom—whether it was a depression or a recession—it began
in the latter part of 1937; and the number of those unem-
ployed began to increase in the latter part of 1937, and that
condition continued over into 1938, As a result of the in-
creased unemployment of this Nation the House of Repre-
sentatives and the Senate increased the amount of money
appropriated for public works in the Nation, and if Mr.
Hopkins had not expended that money by the employment
of more men and women he would have been subject to and
would have received the just condemnation of the Congress of
the United States and the country.

So it is not true that because of the increase in the W. P, A.
rolls in 1938, politics is to be inferred. But if politics is to be
inferred, then I say that in every State in the Union the
increase of employees was determined by the need for work
on the W. P. A. and in connection with other programs of
the States of this Nation by reason of unemployment.

1 have before me, Mr. President, tabulated figures for both
1937 and 1938 concerning the number of those on the W. P. A.
rolls in every State in the Union, and I ask unanimous con-
sent that they may be printed in the Recorp here as part of
my remarks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate has heard the
request of the Senator from Kentucky. Is there objection?
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

The figures are as follows:

Employment on Works Progress Administration operated projecits for the year 1937

By States and by months for week ending—
Region and Btate
Jan, 30 Feb.27 | Mar.27 | Apr.24 May 290 | June 26 July 31 Aug.28 | Sept.25 Oct. 30 | Nov.20 | Dec.25
Region I:

Con ticut 18, 847 18,876 18, 300 17,775 17,746 17, 364 15, 549 13, 343 13,387 13, 804 14,371 16, 890
Malne. — o . 7, 200 7,672 7, 543 6, 307 5,376 3,048 2,283 2,187 2,420 2,617 3, 483 4,441
Massachuse: o 92, 450 91,380 90, 779 89, 557 88, 849 79, 583 59, 779 60, 748 61,322 61,332 62,727 70, 728
New Hampshire_ 7,736 7,875 7,886 7,082 @, 610 5, 926 5,283 4, 60D 4,477 4, 767 6, 133 &, 707
New York City._ ..o 187, 666 183, 326 180, 206 176, 944 179, 644 177, 204 144, 382 138, 007 140, 870 139, 852 135, 705 137, 724
New York (exclusive of

New York City) o ocaoaae.e 74,900 78,400 80, 501 79,012 72,071 930 60, 131 57,053 5,179 52,117 53,002 52,446
Rhode Island. .- oo 10, 088 10, 619 11,877 11,112 11,932 11,414 9, 283 8§, 069 8, BRT 9,160 9, 706 13, 150
Yemmant:: L s s 3, 769 4,003 3,076 3, B80 3, 384 2,907 2,182 1,889 1,919 2,140 2, 467 3,401

TN e ki e sl i A 402, 854 401, 629 400, 248 300, 779 285, 612 364, 385 208, 872 288, 705 287,470 285,879 286, 654 304, 487

Region IT:

DOIAWAre. . .. oo icheaiaaas 2,119 2,142 2,101 2,033 2,026 1,931 1,826 1, 666 1, 664 1, 686 1, 796 1,685
Distriet of Columbia 754 6, 517 6,601 6,691 6,720 6, 523 5,904 &, 590 6,477 6, 625 5, 764 5, 956
Maryland..________ 12,815 13, 730 12, 740 12,190 11, 727 10, 760 9,361 9,004 8 517 8,874 8,801 0, 883
New Jersey..._____ 74,038 73,070 74, 537 74, 629 73, 481 4 896 61,874 B5, 734 56, , & 56, 046 57, 48
Pennsylvania._..... 223, 458 219,072 215, 288 203, 953 105, 122 179, 738 157, 184 152, 582 148, 207 157,414 157,871 158, 982
West Virginiac . comaaccaaa s 89, 205 a7, 498 87, 851 86, 531 a8, 001 050 28,759 27,450 26, 958 27,045 27,902 28, 806

Total 358, 389 362, 935 848, 648 336, 027 825,077 208, 407 204, 408 252, 086 247, 513 258, 043 250, 180 263, 560
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Employment on Works Progress Administraiion operated projects for the year 1937—Continued

By States and by months for week ending—

Region and State
Jan. 30 Feb.27 | Mar. 27 | Apr.24 | May20 | June26 | July3l | Aug.28 | Bept.25 | Oct.30 | Nov.20 | Dec.25
Region III:
Alabama 28, 035 27, 699 27,070 25,927 27, 394 20, 668 21, 857 18,498 18, 280 81 075
Arkansas 24,817 32, 260 25,989 26, 684 27,070 23, 653 19,011 19, 942 17,987 18, 758 19,418 21, 057
o T SR SR A T 22,44 23, 641 24, 086 23, 818 25, 548 26, 356 23, 862 23, 486 22, 056 22,917 23, 194 24, 140
Georgia_ ... 32, 845 32,334 20, 458 29, 406 28, 774 23, 761 22,778 22, 207 20, 676 21, 421 21, 904 25,755
Louisiana__.__ 32, 631 36, 098 30, 758 32,374 30, 779 26, 145 22,880 21,919 22,182 21, 609 22, 578 24, 360
Mississippi.._... 23,732 22,132 21, 990 2, 021 22,420 17,892 16, 902 15, 935 15, 905 16, 854 18, 040 20, 191
North Carolina_ .. | 27346 26, 751 25,127 24, 826 24, 405 22, 670 19, 673 10, 135 18,829 18, 842 20,045 22,366
EBouth Carolina__._.......... 23, RO8 22, 650 22, 331 21,924 20,914 19, 572 17, 303 16, 637 15, 190 15, 366 17,358 19, 080
oy 30, 580 30, 058 28,375 26, 636 25, 989 23, 32 20, 767 19, 183 18, 644 18, 700 20, 453 21,327
R e 74, D18 76, 018 77,71 79, 242 77,618 68, 213 59, 206 52,100 43, 184 41,728 44, 560 55, 200
Virginia 22,829 23, 344 , 036 22, 666 19,912 19, 284 17, 546 16, 557 18, 377 16, 418 16, 987 18, 204
S BT B s e TR 344, 064 352, 985 335,931 336, 612 330, 923 200, 556 262, 274 245, 596 230,210 233, 401 248,013 276, 576
Region IV:

1linois. 153, 558 150, 266 148, 075 150, 017 146, 456 132, 188 112, 231 107, 810 104, 470 108, 612 106, 926 108, 413
Indi 2 62, 268 64, 303 65, 773 63, 081 486 54, 143 45, 227 42, 261 40, 968 41, 756 42, 45, 441
Jowm=3i. s 2, 494 25, 498 24,344 21, 161 10, 642 17, 244 16, 083 16, 323 16, 541 16, 957 18, 425
Kansas . 37, 925 36, 35 37, 699 35, 562 80,7 25, 464 24,169 24, 650 25, 438 26, 953
Kentucky- 47,139 40, 662 47, 47, 768 47, 301 41,321 , 580 36, 518 85, 285 36, 570 37,458 39, 652
Michigan G 61, 708 b4, 212 50, 514 44,015 43, 763 42,472 42,204 42, 824 46, 756
Minnesota 44, 477 46,774 486, 802 43, 154 39, 775 a7, 999 35, 167 81,417 31,205 33,043 35, 482 36, 717
M issouri. 81,328 83, 510 79, 508 3 2, 005 4, 56, 814 49, BS6 48, 053 48, 616 48,453 B1, 539
Nebraska. 21, 758 24,003 22, 321 21, 639 21, 619 19, 058 16, 207 16, 685 16, 431 17, 544 18, 855 19, 916
North Dakota. oo 17, 316 17, 552 16, 444 15, 154 12, 124 11, 943 10, 109 8§, 292 9,113 10,480 11,719 12, 865
hol il 131,225 128,101 124,177 119, 734 115, 980 09, 000 §8, 032 83, 860 84, 207 85, 088 87,827 91, 694
South Dakota. ... eoeeeeue- 19, 049 19,327 19, 487 16, 999 14, 210 13, 764 9, 476 9, 016 11, 297 12, 935 14, 700 16, 054
Wi i 48, 781 51, 542 50, 793 47, 025 43,049 42, 063 36, AR5 34,017 33,215 34, 366 34, 38, 855
Total . .o.io e baatatags w6, 923 764,013 743, 354 721,688 682, 920 616, 959 535,131 504, 677 408, 679 508, 283 524, 676 553, 280
7,925 8, 256 8,721 8, 485 7,082 6, 580 6, 387 6, 391 6, 483 6, 519 7,038
103, 976 105, 235 106, 504 108, 417 08, 605 8O, 476 73, 185 68, 700 66, 237 88, 531 73,346
24, 603 25, 550 24,730 20, 701 19, 837 18,379 15,489 15, 257 15, 503 17, 087 19, 052

7,858 7,761 7, 156 5,425 4, 700 4,203 4, 286 &, 509 7
11, 889 11, 548 12,069 10, 274 9, 387 8,070 9,310 10, 813 11,983 12,330 13, 542
2, 46 2, 1, T 1,441 1,287 1,051 i 1,355 1,458 1, 786
8, 245 8,834 8,319 6, 789 6, 455 6, 405 6,113 5, 938 6, 301
15, 994 15, 846 14,413 14,370 13, 206 12, 400 0,824 9, 067 9, 699 10, 868 12, 138
8,110 8, 54 8,1 7,622 7, 511 6, 608 8, 257 6, 434 6, 164 6, 400 7,388
30, 082 31,180 32,390 , 183 508 21,420 20, 085 18, 560 21,351 24, 457 31,741
2,042 2,681 2772 2,413 2,365 2,026 1, 736 1,731 1, 694 1,935 2,621
224, 100 227, 885 227,144 217, 389 198, 456 168, 288 153, 813 149, 551 150, 958 161, 021 182, 660
45, 798 54, 777 54, 418 53, 538 48, 851 41, 766 87, 575 37, 194 37,107 38, 704 46,171
2,141,460 | 2,110,543 | 2, 066, 666 | 1,905 468 | 1,817, {ﬁ 1, 570, 'mlg 1, 480, 452 | 1, 450, ﬂg 1,474, T?:l; 1,517,178 | 1,626,743
4,102 3, 957 3,744 3,801 3, 058 2172 2 242 2,244 2,527 2,540 2,518
2,145, 562 | 2,114,800 | 2,070,410 | 1,000, 260 | 1,821, 151 | 1,572,924 | 1,482, 707 | 1,452, 874 | 1,477,201 | 1,519,740 | 1,629, 261

Employment on Works Progress Administration operated projects for the year 1938

By States and by months for week ending—

Region and State
Jan. 29 Feb.26 | Mar.26 | Apr.30 | May28 | June25 July 30 Aug, 27 | Sept. 24 Oct. 29 Nov.26 | Dec. 24
Region It
C ticut 20, 247 20, 879 21,3810 22, 268 23, 551 25, 407 27,623 28, 723 29, 701 31, 581 32,341 28, 448
Malnac o Sl AT 7,670 7,043 7,314 7,897 8, 008 B, 338 8, 827 9, 304 8, 675 10,131 10, 806 10, 226
Massachusetts___ 80, 84, 060 97, T08 107, 047 105, 433 110, 167 119,823 125, 345 125, 533 130, 829 129, 305 126, 057
New Hampshire. X 7 7,309 8, 285 8, 449 8, 366 8, 761 8, 928 9,475 9, 547 13, 607 13,418 10, 928
New York City ... --| 138,750 143, 797 151, 788 159, 217 164, 727 170, 082 173, 300 172, 245 179, 595 183, 656 184, 085 178, 412
New York (excluding
York O 52, 307 52,810 52, 659 54,672 56, 588 58, 553 63, 363 64, 424 64, B48 65,412 66, 229 64,010
Rhode Island 13,072 12, 570 12,728 13,728 14, 283 15, 080 16,073 186, 490 16, 066 18, 084 17, 858 16, 385
Nérmont. oo oo e aaaas 4, 603 4,041 &, 101 5,090 4,983 5, 030 5, 496 5,832 5, 964 9, 992 9, 242 7,992
Total 824, 902 335,218 350, 888 378, 368 385, 039 401, 508 423,433 431,838 440, 529 463, 202 463, 084 442, 458
Region IT:
DIOIRWEIS - ils. Lo iaadsaaa 2,457 2,578 2,996 3,282 3,812 3,634 8,783 3,748 3, 519 4,038 4,023 3,788
District of 6, 854 7,042 7,960 7, 908 8,215 8, 626 12,311 12, 242 12, 580 13,072 12, 608 12,453
Maryland__ 11, 085 11,442 12,021 12, 286 12, 629 13, 064 14,072 14, 786 15, 650 16, 423 15, 610 15,323
Now Jersey 70, 946 71,973 78, 9356 91, 161 90, 499 91, 563 09, 325 102, 023 105, 177 107, 261 108, 112 101, 002
Pannsg]vnnia. o -—| 183,962 193, 47 217,156 227, 635 244, 836 253, 684 273, BOT 267, 980 272, 565 287, 635 , 602 259, 097
West Virginia..___.........c 33,825 85, 314 40, 547 42,932 43, 134 47, T80 50, 906 51, 667 62, 762 53, 044 63, 117 49,953
okl sl 300120 321, 596 358, 615 BR5, 204 402, 625 418, 357 455, 194 452, 455 462, 252 481,473 480,171 441, 616
29,317 30, 857 36, 185 40, 150 43, 160 5 48, 806 55, 620 63, 463 4, 305 61,089
27, 162 30, 576 33, 351 85, 787 36,04 37, 505 40, 303 47,722 47,756 54, 605 54, 702 48, 951
28,372 31, 241 , 006 36, 303 36, 389 39,218 50, 326 52, 105 65, 016 53, 281 51,192
82,518 33,912 38, 42, 963 45, 350 48, 022 51, 431 55, 822 58, 147 71,003 70, 788 .,
27,986 20,320 81,120 31, 607 31, 682 33, 391 38, 517 44,023 48, 274 52, 330 54, 640 52, 108
ississippl o 23, 809 25, 131 20, 719 31, 616 33,425 35, 704 26, 637 42,573 39,932 54,112 49, 279 47, 380
North Carolina 26, 101 23, 84 31, 145 33, 768 35, 330 87,371 42, 058 45, 045 48, 52,077 55, 143
South Carolina 27,176 27,173 30,115 82, 429 84,044 , 941 a7, 503 41,714 46, 114 50, 718 41,069
Tennessee. .. 28,413 0, 990 32,139 365 39, 45, 180 48, 48, 707 54, 768
T B e e ot B e B s 70, 76, 330 80, 937 81, 087 81, 404 86, 103 , 523 91, 679 106, 753 112, 067 107, 253
Virginia. 20,137 21, 590 22,716 23,10 25, 154 26, 359 27,237 3 T4
Total 333,222 357, 111 301, 745 417, 512 431, 505 450, 030 483, 589 546,121 568, 310 B42, 149 40, 240 608, 649




Employment on Works Progress Administration operated projects for the year 1938—Continued
By States and by months for week ending—
Region and State
Jan. 20 Feb, 26 | Mar.26 | Apr. 30 May 28 | June?25 July 30 Aug. 27 | Sept. 24 Oct. 20 | Nov.26 | Dec. 24
Region IV:
Illinois... 132,424 149, 276 104, 687 206, 356 217,367 223, 980 241, 270 246, 678 252,381 257, 108 252,373 242, 458
i 56, 488 64, 991 84, 468 93, 087 02, 04, 308 09, 572 99, 781 08,200 [ 101,374 08, 575 88, 202
21, 288 26, 376 30, 594 33, 450 33, 522 33, 007 33, 753 33, 804 33,858 33, 816 33, 200 31, 181
30, 461 34, 109 35, 612 36, 232 35,018 34, 518 35, 062 36, 391 37, 334 88, 037 38, 144 35, B37
41,612 43, 800 48, 285 55, 986 60, 380 63, 588 69, 558 71, 646 70, 736 70, 999 69, 431 65, 927
64, 749 86,356 | 120,156 146, 704 175, 790 185,109 | 192,749 203,446 | 101,115 | 165,264 154, 108 145, 380
42,038 48, 561 57, 696 60, 776 62, 104 61, 861 64,012 , 582 67, 653 68, 552 66, 176
60, 888 65,123 85,215 92, 350 97, 159 101, 996 112,834 112, 508 110, 543 116, 384 111,022 108, 264
25, 47 27,227 28,202 28, 951 20, 055 28, 825 28, 426 29, 535 30, 276 29,812 30, 050 27,351
14, 167 14, 786 14, 870 13, 439 13, 124 13, 264 13, 783 12,933 14, 301 16, 885 16, 223 14, 618
114, 705 150, 030 106, 168 230, 637 238, 609 249,318 267, 224 A 5 285, 442 274,712 262, 715
16, 457 17, 474 17,402 15, 279 15, 374 15, 759 10, 689 12, 518 15, 118 17,073 17, 524 15, 483
44, 238 52,352 64, 390 71, 206 71,755 72,840 78,309 A 5 85,021 85,29 78, 460
663,662 | 780,461 977,745 | 1,084,402 | 1,143,035 | 1,179,312 | 1,248,320 | 1,274,652 | 1,287,420 | 1,286,667 | 1,240,500 | 1,182,052
Region V:
ATIEONS. o ovanmame 7,011 7,642 8, 554 9, 493 9, 661 10, 084 11, 205 11,778 12, 282 12,112 10, 862 10, 339
Californis, total. . 9, 950 84, 526 91, 649 04, 688 04, 009 94, 653 107, 693 110, 053 112, 235 119, 064 121, 910 111, 800
Iorthern - ool 40, 515 46, 948 50,317 49, 877 50, 478 50, 626 57, 242 59, 839 60, 821 64, 089 66, 302 61, 866
Southern 39, 465 39, 578 41, 332 44,811 44, 521 44, 057 50, 451 50, 214 51,414 54,975 55, 608 50, 034
23, 484 25,517 | ‘27,171 28, 859 28, 083 28, 340 31,786 32,189 32,313 31,201 31, 596 28,532
10, 488 10, 840 11, 426 10, 891 600 8, 651 9,026 9, 205 9, 624 9, 550 11,218 10, 631
18, 265 16, 414 18, 144 19,489 19, 572 21, 317 22,207 22,342 22,497 21, 668 21,014 19,005
2, 268 2,240 2,657 2,3 2,195 2,191 2, 262 2,402 465 2, 557 2,512 536
7,231 8, 001 9, 858 10, 022 10, 043 10, 686 12, 754 183, 805 13, 493 13, 398 12, 704 11,226
15, 176 16, 157 16, 355 16,913 16, 764 16,072 16, 472 16, 943 16, 847 18, 268 18, 383 18, 358
8, 407 9, 084 10, 386 10, 736 10, 347 10, 241 12,473 12, 966 12, 904 12,887 12,976 12, 789
39,153 28, 063 45, 556 45, 362 44, 401 44, 632 51, 546 51,054 50,953 51,458 53,474 47,037
4, 482 3,823 4, 4,58 270 4,273 4,267 4,275 4,314 4,368 4, 4, 100
213,845 | 225207 | 246,358 | 253,017 249,935 | 251,170 281, 781 287,202 | 289,927 | 296,601 300, 755 277,353
53, 201 54,128 50, 996 62, 651 65, 603 65, 191 71,183 71,491 70, 376 71,074 69, 520 67,004
United States, total_______ 1,808, 151 | 2,073, 721 | 2,302,347 | 2,581,334 | 2,678, 702 | 2,765, 568 | 2,063,411 | 3,083,759 | 3,116,814 | 3,242,056 | 3,212,279 | 3,018,029
30T T e el LR A 2,483 2,498 b 2,030 1, 686 1, 557 3,421 3,1 3,108 3,218 3,285 3, 148
Grand totsl. oo e 1,900, 614 | 2,076,219 | 2,3%4, 856 | 2, 583, 364 | 2,680,388 | 2,767,125 | 2,966,832 | 3,066,954 | 3,110,022 | 3,245,274 | 3,215,564 | 3,021,177

Mr. BARELEY. I will go over the figures for all the
States. The Sheppard committee singled out Tennessee, Ken-
tucky, and Pennsylvania, three States, in which the W. P. A,
was subject to criticism. I have made a tabulation of the
percentage of increase in all the States and by regions, as
decided by the W. P. A.

In the State of Connecticut the increase was 40 percent.
In the State of Maine the increase was 33 percent. In Mas-
sachusetts it was 58 percent; in New Hampshire, 50 percent.
In New York City it was 30 percent. In New York State,
outside the city, it was 25 percent. In Rhode Island it was
20 percent. In Vermont it was T0 percent. In the whole
region in which these States are located, region No. 1, the
increase was 33 percent.

Region No. 2: In Delaware the increase was 55 percent.
In the District of Columbia, where nobody was running for
office, and where no politics possibly could have entered into
it, the increase was 80 percent. In Maryland it was 38 per-
cent. In New Jersey it was 42 percent. In Pennsylvania it
was 40 percent. In West Virginia it was 50 percent. In that
entire region, region No. 2, the increase was about 38
percent.

The third region: Alabama had an increase of 105 percent.
Arkansas had an increase of 80 percent; Florida, 75 percent;
Georgia, 84 percent; Louisiana, 85 percent; Mississippi, 100
percent; North Carolina, 110 percent; South Carolina, 60
percent; Tennessee, 110 percent; Texas, 656 percent; Virginia,
40 percent. The total increase in 1938 in the region known
as the third region, in which these States are located, was an
average of 80 percent.

The fourth region: Illinois had an increase of 80 percent.
Indiana had an increase of 55 percent. Iowa had 45 percent.
Kansas had about 20-percent increase. Kentucky had 55
percent. In the State of Michigan, from January to Decem-
ber, there was an increase of 115 percent, If there was a
State in the Union in which the administration was inter-
ested in the election of a Governor at least—there being no
senatorial race and Governor Murphy being a candidate for
reelection—it was the State of Michigan. I believe it would

LXXXIV—40

not be drawing on my imagination to say that the President
and Mr. Hopkins, if they had any choice in Michigan, were
in favor of Gov. Frank Murphy.

I know that all of us Democrats hoped for his reelection
as Governor. And yet from August 1938 to November 1938,
more than 50,000 people were taken off the rolls of the
W. P. A. in the State of Michigan.

Mr. HOLT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. BARKLEY. I cannot yield. I am sorry. I have
only 30 minutes, and I have not much time left.

In Minnesota the increase was 55 percent; in Missouri
the increase was 75 percent; in Ohio it was 130 percent; in
Wisconsin it was 75 percent; in Arizona it was 33'5 percent;
in California, 40 percent; in Colorado, 19 percent; and so
forth.

I ask unanimous consent to include this tabulation in the
REcorDp as a part of my remarks.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate having heard
the request, and there being no objection, it may be printed.

The tabulation is as follows:

REGION 1
Connecticut:
January $20, 247
December 28,488
8,241= 3%
March _ 21,310
November 32, 341
11,031= 50%
Maine:
January.- 7, 670
December 10, 226
2,566=  83%
March 7,314
November 10, 808
3,492= 50%
e



Massachusetts:
January.
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REGION 1—continued

$80, 930

December

126, 067

March

45,127=
87,708

November

130, 829

New Hampshire:

January
December

83,121=

March

November

New York City:
January.

138, 750

December

178, 412

March

39, 662=
151, 784

November

New York State:

January

184, 085
32,301=

52, 000

December

64, 000

March

12,000 =
52, 000

November

66, 000

Rhode Island:

14, 000=

January.
December

18,072
16, 385

March _

8,318=
12,723

November

Vermont:
January

17, 658
4,035=

4, 603

December

7,902

3,389 =
5, 101

March
November

Total, region 1:

4,891 =

January

324, 902

December

Delaware:
January.

REGION 2

442, 458
117, 656 =

2,457

December

3,788

March

1,381l=

2,906

November

4,023

District of Columbia:

January.

1,027=

6, 854

December

12, 4563

March

5, 699 =

_——

7, 960

October.

13,072
5,112=

[

58%

38%

50%

62%

30%

20%

25%

25%

20%

40%

T0%

95%

33%

55%

33%

80%

65%

JANUARY 23
REGION 2—continued
Maryland:
January - $11, 085
December 15,323
4,238= 38%
March_ 12,021
October 16, 423
4,402= 35%
A ———
New Jersey:
January . o 70, 946
December 101, 002
30,056= 42%
March._ 78, 835
October. 107, 261
28,426=  36%
Pennsylvania:
January 183, 962
December. --- 259,097
75, 135= 40%
March J 217, 156
October “ 287, 635
70,479=  85%
West Virginia:
January ... 33,825
December 49, 953
16,128=  50%
March 35, 344
October . 53. m
17,700= 50%
'nzur.a“lI region 2:
anuary. 309, 129
December. 441, 615
132, 486= 42%
March 359,615
October, 481,473
121,858= 38%
REGION 3
Alabama:
January 29,31
December 51.033
81,7T72= 105%
March 36, 185
October, 63, 468
27,288= 5%
_——————
Arkansas:
January 27,162
December. 48, 951
21,789— 80%
March 83, 351
October 54, 695
21,844= 65%
Emge————
Florida:
January 28,372
December 51,192
22,820= 5%
March 31, 242
October. 556,016
T 23,Ta— 0%
AR
January. 32,518
December 59, 540
27,022= 84%

=



1939

REGION 3—confinued

Georgia—Continued.

March. $38, 833
October. 71,093
32, 260=
Louisiana: =
January - - 27, 986
December 52, 198
24, 212=
March aU 31,120
October LS 52, 330
21, 210=
M:ssissippi:
January 23, 809
December _ = 47,380
23, 671=
March _ o 29,719
October.__. 54,112
24, 323 =
North Carolina: e
January ___ ST 26, 101
December ____ = 54,018
28, 817=
March 31, 145
October. 52, 077
20, 932=
South Carolina:
January. - 26, 155
December. 41, 069
14,914 =
March = 30, 115
October 56, 844
26, 729=
Tennessee:
B e e i o i e e 28, 155
December . 54, 768
28, 613=
March e = 4 30, 990
October = 48, 767
17, 1T =
Texas:
January 64, 928
December 107, 288
42, 360 =
March S L 76, 330
October 106, 750
36, 420 =
Virginia:
January. I 20,137
December 28, 253
8,116=
March 22, 716
October 27, 794
5,078=
Total, region 3:
January 333, 322
December -- 606, 646
273, 324=
March 391, 745
October. 642, 949
251, 204 =

82%

85%

66 %

100 %

110%

67%

6%

110%

60%

65%

45%

40%

25%

80%

62%
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REGION 4
Ilinois:
January e, $132, 424
December 242, 458
T 110,084—=  80%
March 194, 687
October 2T 2517, 108
162, 421 = 80%
Indiana:
January. 56, 488
December - = 83, 202
31,7l4= bB5%
March 84, 468
October _ 101, 374
16,906= 20%
Iowa: e
TR e A e e 21, 288
December _ = 31, 181
9, 893= 45%
March 30, 5;;
October-__- 38, 037
T, 443 = 40%
Kansas:
January.... 30, 461
December ... L - 35, 837
5,376= 18%
March =, 35, 612
October _ = 38, 037
2, 425=— 10%
Kentucky:
N Y e e S s A S e s 41,612
December o 65, 927
24, 315= 55%
March = = 48._2E
July .- e S 69, 558
October _ - 70,999
21,273= 45 %
22,714—  46%
Michigan:
January. .. 64, 749
December 145, 380
80,631= 115%
March ——- 120,156
November _ 154, 108
33,952—= 385%
August el 203, 446
November - 154, 108
———— Decrease
50,662— 26%
Minnesota: G T
January. v 42, 938
December €6, 176
23,238=  b55%
March 57, 696
November 68, 844
11,148= 20%
Missouri:
January. 60, 888
December 108, 264
47,8376= 5%
March - 85, 215
November. 116, 384
31,169= 38%
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REGION 4—continued

Nebraska:
January $23, 247
December 27,351
4, 104= 2%
March 28, 202
November. 30, 060
1, 848= 5%
North Dakota:
January - 14, 167
December 14, 618
451 = 5%
Ohio:
January. 114, 305
December 262, 315
148, 010= 130%
March FEE 196, 185
November. 274, 112
78, 544¢— 40%
South Dakota:
January. 16, 457
December 15, 483
1,174= loss
Wisconsin:
January. 44, 238
December ... 78, 460
84,222= 5%
March e 64, 390
November 85, 296
20,908=  32%
Total, region 4:
January. 663, 662
December 1, 182, 062
b18,300= 85%
REGION &
Arizona:
January 7,911
December 10,339
2,428= 3314, %
March 8, 554
October 12,112
3,568= 40%
California:
January. 79, 980
December 111, 900
31,920= 40%
March 01, 649
October 119, 064
27, 415= 30%
Colorado:
January. 23, 484
December 28, 532
b5,048= 19%
March 27,171
October 81,271
4,100= 20%
Idaho:
January 10,488
December 10, 631
143
March 11,426
October 9, 550
1, 876 Decrease
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REGION s5—continued
Montana: et
January $16,
December 19, 006
3,7T40= 20%
March 18, 144
October 21, 668
3,524= 18%
Nevada:
January 2,268
December & 2, 536
263
New Mexico:
January. 7,231
December L 11, 226
3,995= 80%
March ___ 9, 858
October 13, 308
3, b40= 8%
Oregon:
eg.‘.lanuary 15,176
a7 e e S e S s 18, 358
3,182= 2%
March 16, 365
October. 18,393
2,028= 12%
Utah:
January. 8, 407
December. 12, 789
4, 380== 50%
March 10, 386
October. 12, 887
2,501= 20%
Washington:
January._ 39, 143
December. - 47,937
8,794= 20%
March 45, 556
October S - 51, 458
5, 902= 15%
Wyoming:
January 3,482
December. 4, 100
618= 8%
March 4, 582
October 4, 368
224 Decrease
Total, region 5:
January. 213, 845
December. 277,353

63, 508=  30%

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I have given these figures—
and they are official figures—in order to refute the suggestion
that in any State, or in the Nation as a whole, Harry Hopkins,
Franklin D. Roosevelt, or anybody connected with the W.P. A,
was trying to increase the rolls in order to affect the resuit of
an election. If anybody is responsible or blamable for the in-
crease in the W. P. A. rolls, it is the Congress of the United
States.

On the day of the primary in Kentucky there were 69,000
on the rolls. From 40 to 50 percent of them were Republicans,
and are now Republicans. They have not been fired. They
could not vote in the Democratic primaries. Taking a con-
servative figure of 40 percent, and subtracting that figure from
69,000, we have left 41,735. One-third of those who were left
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were not registered, and therefore they could not vote in the
primary election. That left 27,000. One-third of those who
were registered did not vote, and when we deduct that num-
ber from the figure we have, the number left is 18,525.

I have no way of knowing how many of those left voted for
me. I assume a majority of them would have done so as a
matter of course, because they were working on a program
which I as a Senator had helped to bring about. However, I
never electioneered with a single one of them. I never visited
any of them. I did not go into the W. P. A. headquarters
of the State in Kentucky, nor in any region, nor in any
county.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair informs the Sen-
ator that his time has expired, unless he requests an exten-
sion.

Mr. BARKLEY, I do not want to ask for an extension.
However, if there is no objection, I should like to have the
5 minutes which was taken out of my time by yielding a
moment ago.

Mr. McEELLAR. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent
that the Senator from Kentucky may have 5 minutes addi-
tional.

Mr. REED, I ask unanimous consent that the Senator
from Kentucky may continue for 5 minutes.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I am sorry, but I follow the
old democratic principle of special privileges to none. Al-
though I know the occasion is a very important one for my
distinguished friend, I shall have to object to any extension
at this time.

Mr. BARKLEY. Let me conclude with one sentence: The
majority which I received in the primary was 72,000. If I
had not received a single vote from W, P. A, workers in Ken-
tucky, my majority would have been at least 60,000; so,
though I am grateful for the W. P. A. votes I received as for
all the votes that I received, the result was not determined
by that vote.

Mr. President, I thank the Senate for the patient attention
it has given me. I am sorry I have not a little more time.
However, I am content to leave the verdict with the Senate.

I now suggest the absence of a quorum in order that Sena-
tors who are absent may be called to the Chamber before
this vote.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of no quorum being
made, the clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sen-
ators answered to their names:

Adams Frazier Lee Reynolds
Andrews George Lewis Russell
Ashurst Gerry Lodge Schwartz
Austin Gibson Schwellenbach
Bankhead Gilllette Lucas Sheppard
Barbour Glass Lundeen Bhipstead
Barkley Green McCarran Smathers
BEilbo Guffey McEellar Smith
Bone Gurney McNary Stewart
Borah Hale Maloney Taft
Bridges Harrison Mead Thomas, Okla
Bulow Hatch Miller Thomas, Utah
Byrnes Hayden Minton Tobey
Capper Herring Murray Townsend
Caraway Hinl Neely Truman
Clark, Idaho Holman Norris Tydings
Clark, Mo Holt Nye Vandenberg
Connally Hughes O'Mahoney Van Nuys
Danaher Johnson, Callf.  Pepper ‘Wagner
Davis Johnson, Colo. Pittman White
Downey King Radcliffe Wiley
Ellender La Follette Reed

Mr. LEWIS. I beg again to announce the absence of cer-

tain Senators, and the reasons therefor, as given by me on
a previous roll call.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-seven Senators have an-
swered to their names, A quorum is present.

The question is, Will the Senate advise and consent to the
nomination of Harry L. Hopkins, of New York, to be Secre-
tary of Commerce?

Mr, BARKLEY. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the legislative clerk
called the roll.
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Mr, TYDINGS. Mr, President, I ask to be excused from
voting.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hef.rs none, and the Senator from Maryland is excused from
voting.

Mr, LEWIS. I am authorized to announce that the Sen-
ator from Louisiana [Mr. OveErTOoN], who is absent because
of illness, the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Brown], the
Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Cuavezl, and the Senator
from Montana [Mr. WHEELER], who are absent on important
public business, if present and voting, would vote “yea.”

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WaLsa] is detained
in the State of Massachusetts attending a conference of
New England Governors on the New England flood-control
program. I am advised that if present and voting he would
vote “ye&.”

The result was announced—yeas 58, nays 27, as follows:

YEAS—58
Adams Frazier Lucas Radcliffe
Andrews Gillette Lundeen Reynolds
Ashurst Green McCarran Russell
Bankhead Guffey McKellar Schwartz
Barkley Harrison Maloney Schwellenbach
Bilbo Hatch Mead Sheppard
Bone Hayden Miller Smathers
Bulow Herring Minton Smith
Byrnes Hill Murray Stewart
caraway Hughes Neely Thomas, Okla,
Clark, Idaho Johnson, Colo.  Norris Thomas, Utah
Clark, Mo. La Follette Nye Truman !
Connally Lee O'Mahoney Wagner
Downey Lewls Pepper
Ellender Logan Pittman

NAYS—27
Austin George Johnson, Calif, Tobey
Barbour Gerry King Townsend
Borah Gibson Lodge Vandenberg
Bridges Gurney McNary Van Nuys
Capper Hale Reed White
Danaher Holman Shipstead Wiley
Davis Holt Taft

NOT VOTING—11 -

Bailey Byrd Glass Walsh
Brown Chavez Overton Wheeler
Burke Donahey Tydings

So the nomination of Harry L. Hopkins, of New York, to
be Secretary of Commerce was confirmed.
EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate messages
from the President of the United States submitting sundry
nominations, which were referred toc the appropriate com-
mittees,
(For nominations this day received, see the end of Senate
proceedings.)
ORDER OF BUSINESS
Mr. BARKELEY. I ask that the remainder of the nomina-
ticns on the calendar be called, and in that conmection I
wish to say to the Senate that as soon as that is done it
is expected to resume legislative session and make House
Joint Resolution 83, the relief appropriation measure, the
unfinished business, and then recess until tomorrow.
EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE
Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee on Post Offices and
Post Roads, reported favorably the nominations of sundry
postmasters, which were ordered to be placed on the Execu-
tive Calendar.
POSTMASTERS
The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no further reports
of committees, the clerk will state the nominaticns remain-
ing on the calendar.
The legislative clerk proceeded to read sundry nomina-
tions of postmasters.
Mr. McKELLAR. I ask unanimous consent that the nom-
inations of postmasters be confirmed en bloc.
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the nomina-
tion of postmasters are confirmed en bloc.
“ IN THE ARMY
The legislative clerk proceeded to read sundry nomina-
tions for appointment in the Army.
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Mr. SHEPPARD. I ask unanimous consent that the Army
nominations be confirmed en bloc.
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Army
nominations are confirmed en bloc.
LEGISLATIVE SESSION

Mr. BARKLEY. I move that the Senate resume the con-
sideration of legislative business.
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate resumed the
consideration of legislative business.
HEALTH OF THE NATION (H. DOC. NO. 120)

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the follow-
ing message from the President of the United States, which
was read:

To the Congress of the United States:

In my annual message to the Congress I referred to prob-
lems of health security. I take occasion now to bring this
subject specifically to your attention in transmitting the
report and recommendations on national health prepared by
the Interdepartmental Committee to Coordinate Health and
Welfare Activities.

The health of the people is a public concern; ill health
is a major cause of suffering, economic loss, and dependency;
good health is essential to the security and progress of the
Nation.

Health needs were studied by the Committee on Economic
Security which I appointed in 1934, and certain basic steps
were taken by the Congress in the Social Security Act. It
was recognized at that time that a comprehensive health
program was required as an essential link in our national
defenses against individual and social insecurity. Further
study, however, seemed necessary at that time to determine
ways and means of providing this protection most effec-
tively.

In August 1935, after the passage of the Social Security
Act, I appointed the Interdepartmental Committee to Co-
ordinate Health and Welfare Activities. Early in 1938 this
committee forwarded to me reports prepared by their tech-
nical experts. They had reviewed unmet health needs,
pointing to the desirability of a national health program,
and they submitted the outlines of such a program. These
reports were impressive. I therefore suggested that a con-
ference be held to bring the findings before representatives
of the general public and of the medical, public health, and
allied professions.

More than 200 men and women, representing many walks
of life and many parts of our country, came together in
Washington last July to consider the technical committee’s
findings and recommendations and to offer further proposals.
There was agreement on two basic points: The existence of
serious unmet needs for medical service; and our failure to
make full application of the growing powers of medical
science to prevent or control disease and disability.

I have been concerned by the evidence of inequalities that
exist among the States as fo personnel and facilities for
health services. There are equally serious inequalities of
resources, medical facilities, and services in different sec-
tions and among different economic groups. These inequali-
ties create handicaps for the parts of our country and the
groups of our people which most sorely need the benefits of
modern medical science.

The objective of a national health program is to make
available in all parts of our country and for all groups of
our people the scientific knowledge and skill at our com-
mand to prevent and care for sickness and disability; to
safeguard mothers, infants, and children; and to offset
through social insurance the loss of earnings among workers
who are temporarily or permanently disabled.

The committee does not propose a great expansion of Fed-
eral health services. It recommends that plans be worked
out and administered by States and localities with the assist-
ance of Federal grants-in-aid. The aim is a flexible pro-
gram. The committee points out that while the eventual
costs of the proposed program would be considerable, they
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represent a sound investment which can be expected to wipe
out, in the long run, certain costs now borne in the form of

We have reason to derive great satisfaction from the in-
crease in the average length of life in our country and from
the improvement in the average levels of health and well-
being. Yet these improvements in the averages are cold
comfaort to the millions of our people whose security in health
and survival is still as limited as was that of the Nation as a
whole 50 years ago.

The average level of health or the average cost of sickness
has little meaning for those who now must meet personal
catastrophes. To know that a stream is 4 feet deep on the
average is of little help to those who drown in the places
where it is 10 feet deep. The recommendations of the com-
mittee offer a program to bridge that stream by reducing
the risks of needless suffering and death, and of costs and
dependency, that now overwhelm millions of individual
families and sap the resources of the Nation.

I recommend the report of the Interdepartmental Com-
mittee for careful study by the Congress. The essence of the
program recommended by the Committee is Federal-State
cooperation. Federal legislation necessarily precedes, for it
indicates the assistance which may be made available to the
States in a cooperative program for the Nation’s health.

Franxrin D, ROOSEVELT.

THE WHITE Housg, January 23, 1939.

Mr. WAGNER. I ask that the President’s message with
the Interdepartmental Committee report which accompanies
it be printed as a document and referred to the Committee
on Commerce.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

RESEARCH—A NATIONAL RESOURCE
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the follow-
ing message from the President of the United States, which

was read, and, with the accompanying report, referred to
the Committee on Education and Labor:

To the Congress of the United States:

I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress,
a report entitled “Research—A National Resource,” compiled
by the National Resources Committee.

This report deals with the relation of the Federal Govern-
ment to research. Subsequent reports in this field will cover
research by colleges, universities and foundations, by business
organizations, by the industrial laboratories, and by the
State and municipal governments.

The dependence of civilization on science is universally
recognized, but the extent of the activities of private and
public agencies carrying on scientific inquiry is not generally
known. It is unlikely that large numbers of our people have
any adequate realization of the services which are being
rendered by the executive agencies of the Federal Govern-
ment through scientific researches in medicine, agriculture,
economics, public administration, and the other natural and
social sciences.

This report indicates the new emphasis in recent years on
activities in the social science fields and stresses the need
for effective coordination of all agencies engaged in research
in order to achieve the solution of many of our more difficult
problems.

I commend the report to the consideration of the Congress.

FrangLIN D. ROOSEVELT.

Tae WHITE Housk, January 23, 1939.

FOREIGIN SERVICE RETIREMENT AND DISABILITY FUND

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following
message from the President of the United States, which was
read, and, with the accompanying report, referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations:
To the Congress of the United States:

I transmit herewith a report by the Secretary of State show=-
ing all receipts and disbursements on account of refunds,
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allowances, and annuities for the fiscal year ended June 30,
1938, in connection with the Foreign Service retirement and
disability system, as required by section 26 (a) of an act for
the grading and classification of clerks in the Foreign Service
of the United States of America, and providing compensation
therefor, approved February 23, 1931.
FrawgLIN D. ROOSEVELT.
TaE WHITE HoUsE, January 23, 1939,

[Enclosure: Report concerning retirement and disability
fund, Foreign Service.]

CLAIMS FOR DAMAGES TO PRIVATELY OWNED PROPERTY (S. DOC.
NO. 9)

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
cation from the President of the United States, transmitting
estimates of appropriations to pay claims for damages to
privately owned property, amounting to $33,665.29 (consid-
ered and adjusted pursuant to law), which, with the accom-
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro-
priations and ordered to be printed.

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE (S. DOC. NO. 10)

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
cation from the President of the United States, tfransmitting
an estimate of appropriation for payment of claims allowed
by the General Accounting Office, in the sum of $1,122,354.01,
under appropriations the balances of which have been
carried to the surplus fund under the provisions of law,
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

JUDGMENTS RENDERED BY THE COURT OF CLAIMS (S. DOC. NO. 11)

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
cation from the President of the United States, transmitting,
pursuant to law, an estimate of appropriation to pay certain
judgments rendered by the Court of Claims, amounting to
$131,236.89, which, with the accompanying papers, was re-
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to
be printed.

JUDGMENTS RENDERED AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT BY DISTRICT
COURTS (S. DOC. NO. 12)

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
cation from the President of the United States, transmitting,
pursuant to law, records of judgments rendered against the
Government by United States district courts, amounting to
$27,918.62, which, with the accompanying papers, was re-
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to
be printed.

CLAIMS ALLOWED BY GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE (S. DOC, NO, 13)

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
cation from the President of the United States, transmitting,
pursuant to law, a schedule of claims allowed by the General
Accounting Office, amounting to $7,467.45, which, with the ac-
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro-
priations and ordered to be printed.

CLAIMS FOR DAMAGES DUE TO MILITARY OPERATIONS (S. DOC.

NO. 14)

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
cation from the President of the United States, transmitting
an estimate of appropriation to pay a claim for damages due
to military operations, amounting to $785 (considered and
adjusted under the provisions of law), which, with the ac-
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro-
priations and ordered to be printed.

CLAIMS FOR DAMAGES INCIDENT TO OPERATIONS OF NAVAL VESSELS
(5. DOC., NO, 15)

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
cation from the President of the United States, transmitting
estimates of appropriations to pay claims for damages from
collision or damages incident to the operation of vessels of
the Navy, amounting to $9,474.92 (considered and adjusted
under the provisions of law), which, with the accompanying
papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and
ordered to be printed.
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DAMAGE CLAIMS CAUSED BY EMPLOYEES OF BUREAU OF INVESTIGA-
TION (S. DOC. NO. 16)

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
cation from the President of the United States, transmitting
an estimate of appropriation for damages to any person or
damages to or loss of privately owned property caused by
employees of the Federal Bureau of Investigation, amounting
to $215.47 (considered and adjusted under the provisions of
law), which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

CLATMS ALLOWED BY GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE (S. DOC. NO. 17)

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
cation from the President of the United States, transmitting,
pursuant to law, a claim allowed by the General Accounting
Office, amounting to $1,327.44, which, with the accompanying
papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and
ordered to be printed.

DAMAGE CLAIMS UNDER RIVER AND HARBOR WORK (S. DOC. NO. 18)

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
cation from the President of the United States, transmitting
estimates of appropriations to pay claims for damages
amounting to $1,047.22, adjusted under the provisions of the
River and Harbor Act of June 5, 1920, which, with the ac-
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro-
priations and ordered to be printed.

DAMAGE CLAIMS ON ACCOUNT OF OPERATIONS OF COAST GUARD

VESSELS (S. DOC. NO. 19)

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
calion from the President of the United States, transmitting
an estimate of appropriation to pay claims for damages on
account of operations of vessels of the Coast Guard, amount-
ing to $549.58 (considered and adjusted under the provisions
of law), which, with the accompanying papers, was referred
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be
printed.

APPROPRIATIONS FOR LEGISLATIVE ESTABLISHMENT (S. DOC. NO. 20)

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a commu-
nication from the President of the United States, transmit-
ting deficiency and supplemental estimates of appropriations
for the legislative establishment, Senate, amounting to $265,-
000, which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.
OPERATIONS UNDER SOIL CONSERVATION AND DOMESTIC ALLOTMENT

ACT

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter
from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant
to law, a report on operations under the Soil Conservation
and Domestic Allotment Act, as amended, for the fiscal year
ended June 30, 1937, which, with the accompanying report,
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For-
estry.

VETERANS' ADMINISTRATION FACILITY PROPERTY, TUSKEGEE, ALA.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter
from the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs transmit-
ting a draft of proposed legislation to authorize the Ad-
ministrator of Veterans’ Affairs to exchange certain property
located at Veterans’ Administration facility, Tuskegee, Ala.,
for property of the Tuskegee Normal and Industrial Insti-
tute, which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to
the Committee on Finance.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a concur-
rent resolution of the Legislature of the State of Iowa, favor-
ing the enactment of legislation making the 3Y-percent
interest rate permanent to farmers borrowing from the Fed-
eral Land Bank and the Land Bank Commissioner and ex-
tending all prinecipal payments of Land Bank Commissioner
loans over a period of 34 years, which was referred to the
Committee on Banking and Currency.

(See concurrent resolution printed in full when presented
today by Mr. GILLETTE, p. 633.)
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The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate a reso-
lution adopted by the board of directors of the Producers’
Council, of New York City, favoring the enactment of legis-
lation to extend the operation of title 1 of the National
Housing Act, which was referred to the Committee on Edu-
cation and Labor.

He also laid before the Senate a resoclution adopted by the
executive board of the International Union, United Automo-
bile Workers of America, Detroit, Mich., favoring the reap-
pointment of Donald Wakefield Smith as a member of the
National Labor Relations Board, which was referred to the
Committee on Education and Labor.

He also laid before the Senate a resolution adopted by the
executive board of the International Union, United Automo-
bile Workers of America, Detroit, Mich., favoring retention
of the National Labor Relations Act, and protesting against
any alteration or amendment of that Act, which was referred
to the Committee on Education and Labor.

He also laid before the Senate a resolution adopted by the
executive board of the International Union, United Automo-
bile Workers of America, Detroit, Mich., favoring an ap-
propriation of $5,225,000 to be expended by the National
Labor Relations Board during the coming fiscal year in
effectuating the purposes of the National Labor Relations
Act, which was referred to the Committee on Education and
Labor,

He also laid before the Senate a petition of several citizens
of the State of Maryland, praying for retention of the prin-
ciple of the present neutrality law and extension of the law
to include eivil as well as international conflicts, which was
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

He also laid before the Senate a resolution adopted by the
South Jersey Port Commission, an agency of the State of
New Jersey, at Camden, N. J., favoring the enactment of
legislation exempting vessels of less than 200 registered tons
from the requirements of Draft Convention No. 53, concern-
ing the minimum requirement of professional capacity for
masters and officers on board merchant ships, adopted by
the International Labor Conference at Geneva and ratified
by the United States as a treaty June 13, 1938, which was
referred to the Committee on Poreign Relations.

He also laid before the Senate a resclution adopted by the
Ray Current Events Club, Inc., of New York City, favoring
a constitutional amendment making the Presidential term
6 years without a reelection, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

He also laid before the Senate the petition of the Phila-
delphia Joint Board Waist and Dressmakers’ Union, I. L. G.
W. U, of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring an appropriation of
$875,000,000 for the Works Progress Administration, as pro-
posed by the President, which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also laid before the Senate a petition signed by W. P. A.
workers, and Workers Alliance members, of Corcoran, Calif.,
praying for an appropriation by Congress sufficient to con-
tinue the Works Progress Administration and provide neces-
sary work for the unemployed, which was ordered to lie on
the table.

He also laid before the Senate resolutions adopted by Local
No. 6, Rural Electrification Administration Union, Washing-
ton, D. C,, and Local No. 5, Workers Alliance of Utah, of
Sandy, Utah, favoring an appropriation of $1,000,000,000, so
as to continue the W. P. A. to the end of the present fiscal
year with its existing quota of workers, which were ordered
to lie on the table.

He also laid before the Senate the petition of sundry mem-
bers of President Local No. 80, United Federal Workers of
America, of Alexandria, Va., praying for an appropriation of
$1,000,000,000 for the W. P. A., to provide work for the un-
employed until the end of the present fiscal year, which was
ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. TYDINGS presented a memorial of sundry citizens
of Baltimore, Md., remonstrating against the shipment of
arms and munitions to Japan, which was referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.
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Mr. REED presented a petition of 75 citizens of Ford and
Edwards Counties, Kans., praying that the Spanish arms
embargo be not lifted, which was referred to the Committee
on Foreign Relations.

He also presented a petition of 59 citizens of Hutchinson,
Kans., praying for the retention of the existing embargo
on the shipment of arms and munitions to Spain, which was
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented a petition of 20 citizens of Parsons,
Kans., praying for retention of the principle of the present
neutrality law and extension of the law to include civil as
well as international conflicts, and also praying for an in-
vestigation of leftist groups sponsoring propaganda favor-
ing the lifting of the embargo on the shipment of arms and
munitions to Spain, which was referred to the Committee
on Foreign Relations.

He also presented a petition of 73 citizens of Barton, King-
man, Rice, McPherson, and Russell Counties, Kans., pray-
ing for retention of the principle of the present neutrality
law and extension of the law to include civil as well as inter-
national conflicts, which was referred to the Committee on
Foreign Relations.

He also presented petitions of 39 citizens of Osborne, 52
citizens of Marion, 57 citizens of Atwood, and 158 citizens
of Bourbon and Sumner Counties, all in the State of Kansas,
praying that the United States stop the shipment of such
goods and munitions as may be used by the military forces
of Japan in their present Chinese operations, which were
referred fo the Committee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. MALONEY presented a telegram in the nature of a
petition from Local No. 320, Bridgeport Brass Workers
Union, of Bridgeport, Conn., praying for an appropriation
of $875,000,000 for the Works Progress Administration, as
proposed by the President, which was ordered to lie on the
table,

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Patrick McNally and
34 other citizens of New Haven, Conn., praying for the preser-
vation of peace, which was referred to the Committee on
Foreign Relations.

He also presented a resclution adopted by the Bridgeport
(Conn.,) Council of Catholic Men, protesting against lifting
the embargo on the shipment of arms and munitions to
Spain, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign
Relations.

He also presented a resolution adopted by the legislative
committee, Catholic Daughters of America for the State of
Connecticut, at Bridgeport, Conn., protesting against lifting
the embargo on the shipment of arms and munitions to
Spain, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign
Relations.

He also presented the petitions of Michael J. Riley, John L.
Robinson, Jaseph P. Mulcunry, and 21 other citizens, and
Anthony Castaldi and 118 other citizens, all of Waterbury,
Conn., praying for retention of the principle of the present
neutrality law and extension of the law to include civil as well
as international conflicts, which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations.

He also laid before the Senate the petition of the Greek
American Educational Society, Philomathia, of New Britain,
Conn., praying that the embargo on the shipment of arms
and munitions to Spain be lifted, which was referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented telegrams and letters in the nature of
petitions from Arthur J. Rinaud and 37 other citizens and
George Varriale and 5 other citizens of New Britain; Court
Reina Christina, No. 51, Catholic Daughters of America, of
Bridgeport; Elizabeth A. Martin and 23 other citizens of
Derby; P. H. Regan and 107 other citizens of Naugatuck;
James C. Sullivan and 4 other citizens, and Rev. William F.
Qdell, pastor, and members of St. Mary’s Parish, of New
London; Rev. Lawrence W. Doucette, director of the Study
Clubs of Moosup, South Covehiry, Danielson, Norwichtown,
Colchester, Stafford Springs, Willimantic, Jewett City,
Taftville, North Grosvernor Dale, Versailles, Norwich, Pom-
fret, Plainfield, Putnam, Wauregan, and Montville; Carl



1939

Storek, of Norwich; the Hartford Council of Catholic Women,
by Elizabeth F. Bagley, secretary, of Hartford; Richard Wall-
ing and 42 other citizens, and Harold E. Nagle and 125 other
citizens, of Stamford; Mrs. E. Connell and James Connelly,
of Stratford; Lorene G. Doyle and 35 other citizens, of Fair-
field; Windhorst Society of St. Mary's Parish, by Frank
Rewinkel, president, of Meriden; Thomas A. Foley and 4
other citizens, Mr. and Mrs. George L. Sills and 122 other
citizens, and the Waterbury Council of Catholic Women, by
Kathryn W. Hayes, president, of Waterbury; and the Cath-
olic Daughters of America, by Mary Hughes Schread, chair-
man of State legislative committee, all in the State of Con-
necticut, praying that the embargo on the shipment of arms
and munitions to Spain be not lifted, which were referred
to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. GILLETTE presented the following concurrent resolu-
tion of the Legislature of the State of Iowa, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Banking and Currency:

House Concurrent Resolution 3

Whereas the welfare of the great Commonwealth of Iowa de-
pends upon the stabilization of agriculture; and

Whereas long-term loans and low interest rates help materially
to stabilize the agricultural industry; and

Whereas the emergency farm-loan interest rate of 31; percent,
made possible by special action of the National Congress to the
farmer borrowers having Federal land-bank loans, expires July 1,
1940, and the emergency farm-loan interest rate of 4 percent,
made possible by a special act of the National Congress to the
farmer borrowers having Land Bank Commissioner loans, expires
July 1, 1940; and

Whereas the Land Bank Commissioner loans provide for prin-
cipal payments of 5 percent or 10 percent per annum in addition
to the interest payments; and

Whereas thousands of farmers in the State of Iowa have Fed-
eral land-bank and/or Land Bank Commissioner loans, and because
of the fact that the interest rates are not definitely fixed at a
low rate and because of the fact that principal payments of at
least 5 percent or 10 percent per annum are required on Land
Bank Commissioner loans, there is much uncertainty and in-
definiteness in the plans of such farmer borrowers; and

Whereas it appears to be possible to extend lower interest rates
to the farmers without an excessive burden to the taxpayer and
with almost no administrative costs and that interest rates on
Government loans to other industries is considerably less than
that fixed for the farmer of the Middle West; and

Whereas it is our opinion that low interest rates and small
principal payments accorded to the farmers of Iowa through the
Federal land-bank system would contribute much to the stabiliza-
tion of agriculture: Therefore, be it

Resolved by the house (the senate concurring), That the Legisla-
ture of Iowa, duly assembled in Des Moines, Iowa, respectfully
petitions the Members of the National Congress to use every pos-
sible effort to secure the passage of a law making 31;-percent
interest rate permanent to the farmer borrowers of the Federal
land-bank and the Land Bank Commissioner and that this legis-
lature urges the Members of the National Congress to secure the
passage of a law extending all principal payments on Land Bank
Commissioner loans over a period of 34 years as provided for
Federal land-bank loans, and that the said be made permanent
and that a copy of this resolution be sent to each United States
Senator and Representative from the BState of Iowa, to the
Speaker of the National House of Representatives, to the Presi-
dent of the United States Senate, and to the President of the
United States,

PHOSPHATE RESOURCES OF THE UNITED STATES (S. DOC. NO. 21)

Mr. PEPPER. Mr, President, I send to the desk, to be filed
on behalf of the Joint Committee on Phosphate Resources
appointed at the last session, the report of that committee.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, the Senator from Florida
has just made a report on behalf of the joint committee ap-
pointed at the last session of Congress to investigate the
phosphate question. I should like to ask the Chair what was
done with that report?

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be printed as a Senate
document.

Mr. NORRIS. How many copies will be printed?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed that the
usual number of copies is about 1,100.

Mr. NORRIS. It will be printed in pamphlet form, as
Senate documents are usually printed?

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be.

REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma, from the Committee on In-

dian Affairs, to which was referred the bill (S. 92) to au-
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thorize the Secretary of the Interior to issue patents for
certain lands to certain settlers in the Pyramid Lake Indian
Reservation, Nev., reported it without amendment and sub-
mitted a report (No. 5) thereon.
AUTHORIZATIONS FOR HEARINGS, FUNERAL EXPENSES, ETC.

Mr. BYRNES. From the Committee to Audit and Confrol
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, I report back favor-
ably, without amendment, a number of resolutions, and ask
unanimous consent for their consideration at this time.

There being no objection, the resolutions were considered
by unanimous consent, and severally agreed to, as follows:

ASSISTANT CLERK, COMMITTEE ON INTEROCEANIC CANALS

Senate Resolution 14, submitted by Mr. Crarx of Missouri,
on January 4, 1939, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Interoceanic Canals hereby is
authorized to employ during the Seventy-sixth Congress an assist-
ant clerk to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate at
the rate of $2,000 per annum.

ASSISTANT CLERK, COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS

Senate Resolution 18, submitted by Mr. Locan on January
4, 1939, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Claims hereby is authorized
to employ an assistant clerk to be paid from the contingent fund
of the Senate at the rate of $1,800 per annum and $1,800 addi-
tional so long as the position is held by the first incumbent
appointed under this authority.

ASSISTANT CLERK, COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS

Senate Resolution 30, submitted by Mr. CoNNALLY on Janu-
ary 5, 1939, as follows:

Resolved, That Resolution No. 111, Seventy-third Congress, agreed
to January 19, 1934, and continued by subsequent resolutions
through the Seventy-fifth Congress, authorizing the Committee on
Public Bulldings and Grounds to employ an assistant clerk to be
paid from the contingent fund of the Senate at the rate of $2,000
per annum, hereby is continued in full force and effect until the
end of the Seventy-sixth Congress.

ASSISTANT CLERK, COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS

Senate Resolution 33, submitted by Mrs. CaArRawAY on Janu-
ary 5, 1939, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Enrolled Bills hereby is au-
thorized to employ for the remainder of the present session an
assistant clerk to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate
at the rate of $1,800 per annum.

ASSISTANT CLERK, COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY

Senate Resolution 46, submitted by Mr. ASHURST on Janu-
ary 9, 1939, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary hereby is author=-
ized to employ an assistant clerk to be paid from the contingent
fund of the Senate at the rate of $960 per annum until the end of
the Seventy-sixth Congress.

ASSISTANT CLERK, COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION

Senate Resolution 47, submitted by Mr, RUSSELL on Janu=-
ary 9, 1939, as follows:

Resolved, That Resolution No. 57, Seventy-fifth Congress, agreed
to February 10, 1837, and continued by subsequent resolutions
through the Beventy-fifth Congress, authorizing the Committee
on Immigration to employ an assistant clerk to be pald from the
contingent fund of the Senate at the rate of $2,400 per annum,
hereby is continued in tull force and effect until the end of the
Beventy-sixth Congress.

FUNERAL EXPENSES OF THE LATE SENATOR COPELAND

Senate Resolution 48, submitted by Mr. WAGNER on Janu-
ary 9, 1939, as follows:

Resolved, That the Becretary of the Senate hereby is authorized
and directed to pay from the contingent fund of the Senate the
actual and necessary expenses incurred by the committee appointed
by the Vice President in arranging for and attending the funeral of
Hon. Royal 8. Copeland, late a Senator from the State of New York,
upon vouchers to be approved by the Committee to Audit and
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate.

HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE
Senate Resolution 50, submitted by Mr. BaiLEy on Janu-
ary 10, 1939, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce, or any subcommittee
thereof, is authorized during the Seventy-sixth Congress to send for
persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and to employ a
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stenographer at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per hundred words,
to report such hearings as may be had on any subject before sald
committee, the expense thereof to be paid out of the contingent
fund of the Senate, and that the committee, or any subcommittee
thereof, may sit during any session or recess of the Senate.

HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON POST OFFICES AND POST ROADS

Senate Resolution 51, submitted by Mr. McKELLAR on Jan-
uary 10, 1939, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, or
any subcommittee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the
Seventy-sixth Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to
administer oaths, and to employ a stenographer at a cost not ex-
ceeding 25 cents per hundred words; to report such hearings as may
be had in connection with any subject which may be before sald
committee, the expense thereof to be paid out of the contingent
fund of the Senate; and that the committee, or any subcommittee
thereof, may sit during any session or recess of the Senate.

HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS

Senate Resolution 55, submitted by Mr. WaLsH on January
12, 1939, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs, or any sub-
committee thereof, hereby is authorized, during the Seventy-sixth
to send for books, and papers; to administer
oaths; and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding 26
cents per hundred words, to report such hearings as may be had
on any subject before said committee, the expense thereof to be
paid from the contingent fund of the SBenate; and that the com-
mittee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions
or recesses of the Senate.

HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN THE
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS

Senate Resolution 56, submitted by Mr. Lewis on January
12, 1939, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Expenditures in the Executive
Departments, or any subcommittee thereof, is authorized during
the Seventy-sixth Congress, to send for persons, books, and papers;
to administer oaths; and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not
exceeding 25 cents per hundred words, to report such hearings as
may be had on any subject before sald committee, the expense
thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and
that the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during
any session or recess of the Senate.

ELIZABETH PINKETT

Senate Resolution 59, submitted by Mr. RADCLIFFE on Janu-
ary 16, 1939, as follows:

Resolved, That the Becretary of the Senate hereby is authorized
and directed to pay from the contingent fund of the Senate to
Elizabeth Pinkett, widow of James F. Pinkett, late a laborer in the
office of the Secretary of the Senate, a sum equal to 6 months'
compensation at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of
his death, said sum to be considered inclusive of funeral expenses
and all other allowances.

HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY

Senate Resolution 65, submitted by Mr. SmiTe on January
19, 1939, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, or any
subcommittee thereof, is hereby authorized the Seventy-
sixth Congress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer
oaths, and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding 25
cents per hundred words, to rep such hearings as may be had on
any subject before said committee, the expense thereof to be paid
from the contingent fund of the Senate; and that the committee, or
any subcommittee thereof, may sit during any sessions or recesses
of the Senate.

HeARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION AND RECLAMATION

Senate Resolution 66, submitted by Mr. BANKHEAD on Janu-
ary 19, 1939, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation, or
any subcommittee thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during
the Seventy-sixth Congress to send for persons, books, and papers,
to administer oaths, and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not
to exceed 25 cents per hundred words, to report such hearings
as may be had in connection with any subject which may be be-
fore said committee, the expenses thereof to be pald out of the
contingent fund of the Senate; and that the committee, or any
ﬁm&n t.ewae thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses of

e ate.

HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON THE LIBRARY

Senate Resolution 67, submitted by Mr. BARKLEY on January
19, 1939, as follows:
Resolved, That the Committee on the Library, or any subcom-

mittee thereof, hereby is authorized during the Seventy-sixth Con-
gress to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths,
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and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per
hundred words, to report such hearings as may be had in connec-
tion with any subject which may be before said committee, the
expense thereof to be pald out of the contingent fund of the SBenate;
and that the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit
during the sessions or recesses of the Senate.

HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND
GROUNDS

Senate Resolution 68, submitted by Mr. CoNNALLY on Janu-
ary 19, 1939, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds,
or any subcommittee thereof, hereby is authorized, during the
Seventh-sixth to send for persons, books, and papers, to
administer oaths, and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not
exceeding 26 cents per hundred words, to report su as
may be had on any subject before said committee, the expense
thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and
that the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during
any session or recess of the Senate.

ASSISTANT CLERK, COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR

Mr. BYRNES. From the Committee to Audit and Control
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, I report back favor-
ably, with an amendment, Senate Resolution 29, submitted by
the Senator from Utah [Mr, THomas] on January 5, 1939,
authorizing the employment of an assistant clerk by the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor, and I ask unanimous consent
for its present consideration.

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider
the resolution.

The amendment was, on page 1, line 5, after the words
“per annum”, to strike out “and an assistant clerk to be paid
from the contingent fund of the Senate at the rate of $1,800

The amendment was agreed to.

The resolution, as amended, was agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Education and Labor hereby
is authorized to employ, beginning January 3, 1939, for the dura-

tion of the Seventy-sixth Co , an assistant clerk, to be paid

NETEess,
from the contingent fund of the Senate at the rate of $2,000 per
annum,

JOINT CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEE INVESTIGATING TENNESSEE
VALLEY AUTHORITY

Mr. BYRNES. From the Committee to Audit and Con-
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, I report back
favorably, without amendment, Senate Joint Resolution 38,
providing additional funds for the expenses of the Special
Joint Congressional Committee Investigating the Tennessee
Valley Authority, and for other purposes, and ask unanimous
consent for its present consideration.

Mr. KING. I ask that the joint resolution go over. I
should like to inquire into it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be
placed on the calendar.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED

Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and re-
ferred as follows:

By Mr. O'MAHONEY:

5.878. A bill to amend the act of August 26, 1937; and

5.879. A bill to encourage the employment of local cap-
ital in the mining of oil and gas on the public domain; to
the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys.

By Mr. MILLER:

S. 880. A bill for the relief of W. B. Martin; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

By Mr. SCHWELLENBACH:

5.881. A bill for the relief of Dr. Hugh G. Nicholson; to
the Committee on Claims.

8. 882. A bill to authorize the Postmaster General to con-
tract for certain powerboat service in Alaska, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads.

By Mr. TRUMAN:

5.883. A bill for the relief of Joseph J. McMahon; to the

Committee on Military Affairs.
By Mr. LOGAN:

S.884. A bill for the relief of disbursing officers and other
officers and employees of the United States for disallow-
ances and charges on account of airplane travel; and
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S.885. A bill to authorize and direct the Comptroller Gen-
eral of the United States to allow credit for all outstanding
disallowances and suspensions in the accounts of the dis-
bursing officers or agents of the Government for payments
made to certain employees appointed by the United States
Employees’ Compensation Commission; to the Committee on
Claims.

By Mr. CAPPER:

S.886. A bill granting a pension to Charles G. Hostutler
(with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

By Mr. SHEPPARD:

S.887. A bill for the relief of Richard L. Byrd; to the
Committee on Claims.

S.888. A bill to amend the Federal Credit Union Act (June
26, 1934, ch. 750-1, 48 Stat. 1216, sec. 1759), in order to facili-
tate the organization of rural credit unions; to the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr, SHIPSTEAD:

S.889. A bill authorizing a per capita payment of $15 each
to the members of the Red Lake Band of Chippewa Indians
from the proceeds of the sale of timber and lumber on the
Red Lake Reservation; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. BARBOUR:

S.890. A bill to prohibit discrimination on account of maxi-
mum age in employment directly and indirectly under the
United States; to the Committee on Civil Service.

By Mr. REYNOLDS:

S.891. A bill for the relief of J. C. Grice; to the Committee
on Claims.

By Mr. ASHURST:

S.892. A bill to change the designation of the Petrified
Forest National Monument, in the State of Arizona, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Public Lands and Sur-
veys.

By Mr. BYRD:

S.893. A bill relating to buildings to be erected for use by
the District of Columbia for inspection stations of motor ve-
hicles, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

S.894. A bill to create a World War Memorial Commission
to prepare plans and estimates for the erection of suitable
memorials, monuments, or buildings at ports or cities in the
United States from which American forces embarked for
World War service in foreign countries and to which Ameri-
can forces returned after such service, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. RUSSELL:

S.895. A bill to amend the Social Security Act to standard-
ize the amount to be contributed by the United States for old-
age assistance; to the Committee on Finance.

By Mr. SCHWARTZ:

S. 896. A bill to authorize the coinage of 50-cent pieces in
commemoration of the fiftieth anniversary of the admission
of Wyoming into the Union as the first State guaranteeing
equal suffrage to women; to the Committee on Banking and
Currency.

S. 897. A bill to correct the military record of Walter
Ballhaus; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. KING:

S. 898. A bill for the relief of Robert D. Ashton; to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. SHEPPARD:

S. 899. A bill to promote the efficiency of the Air Corps;

S. 900. A hill to authorize the loan of aircraft and aero-
nautical equipment to civilian aviation schools; and

S. 801. A bill to authorize appropriations for construction
and rehabilitation at military posts in the Panama Canal
Department, and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. PITTMAN:

S. 902. A hill to amend the act entitled “An act authoriz-
ing the temporary detail of United States employees, pos-
sessing special qualifications, to governments of American
Republics and the Philippines, and for other purposes,” ap-
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proved May 25, 1938; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions.
By Mr. TYDINGS:

S. 903. A bill to authorize the Chief of Engineers of the
Army to enter into agreements with local governments adja-
cent to the District of Columbia for the use of water for
purposes of fire fighting only; to the Committee on Military
Affairs. !

S. 904. A bill to constitute the master-at-arms force and
the guards (watchmen) force at the United States Naval
Academy the “United States Naval Academy Police,” to fix
their compensation, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. MALONEY:

S. 905. A bill for the relief of Harry G. Franklin;

S.906. A bill authorizing the appointment and retirement
of Lucius Hudson Holt as a colonel, United States Army; and

S.907. A hill to authorize the award of the Purple Heart
decoration to Maj. Charles H. Sprague; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

S. 908. A bill granting an increase in pension to Martha J.
Griffin; and

S.909. A bill granting a pension to Elizabeth D. Dunavent;
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. WAGNER:

S.910. A bill to extend the time within which the powers
relating to the stabilization fund and alteration of the weight
of the dollar may be exercised; to the Committee on Bank-
ing and Currency.

By Mr. TOBEY:

S.911. A bill for the relief of Roscoe C. Prescott; to the
Committee on Claims. '

S.912. A bill for the relief of Joseph Eenney; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

(Mr. ToBey also introduced Senate bill 913, which was re-
ferred to the Commititee on Agriculture and Forestry, and
appears under a separate heading.)

By Mr. RUSSELL:

S. J.Res. 48. Joint resolution to amend the Public Works
Administration Extension Act of 1937 with respect to grants
or loans for certain school projects; to the Committee on
Appropriations.

By Mr. TOBEY:

S.J. Res. 49. Joint resolution authorizing the President of
the United States of America to proclaim October 11 of each
year General Pulaski’s Memorial Day for the observance and
commemoration of the death of Brig. Gen. Casimir Pulaski;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

SALVAGE OF TIMBER IN NEW ENGLAND—REDUCTION OF FIRE HAZARD

Mr. TOBEY. Mr. President, I introduce a bill for appro-
priate reference, and ask to have it printed in full in the
Recorp. I also ask to have printed in the REecorp a state-
ment prepared by me regarding the bill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the bill of the
Senator from New Hampshire will be received, printed in
the Recorp and properly referred, and the statement will be
printed in the RECORD.

The bill (S. 913) authorizing an appropriation for full pay-
ment of the approved schedules of prices for salvaged tim-
ber products purchased or to be purchased by the Federal
Surplus Commodities Corporation, Northeastern Timber
Salvage Administration, and for other purposes, was read
twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Agricul-
ture and Forestry, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

A bill authorizing an appropriation for full payment of the approved
schedules of prices for salvaged timber products purchased or to
be purchased by the Federal Surplus Commodities Corporation,
Northeastern Timber Salvage Administration, and for other
purposes
Whereas the hurricane of September 1938 left great areas in the

New England States devastated and the forests in those areas a

tangled mass of fallen timber, causing financial loss to more than

20,300 farm owners whose subsistence depended on their timber;

an

Whereas, in order to prevent suffering and give aid in restoration
of financial stability to these farm owners, it became necessary for
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the PFederal Government to put into effect a program of work to
reduce fire hazard and a timber-salvage operation to recover some
part of the destroyed wealth of these States; and

Whereas the fire hazard now existing threatens a disaster to life

and property which can be lessened by accelerating the salvage”

operation; and

‘Whereas the powers hitherto granted by the Congress to the execu-
tive branch of the Government are inadequate to meet the urgent
needs of this stricken area: Therefore
* Be it enacted, ete., That there is hereby authorized to be appro-
priated the sum of $5,000,000, to be immediately available and to
continue available until expended, which shall be used for paying
the difference between the approved schedules of prices for salvaged
timber produets purchased or to be purchased from the owners
thereof by the Federal Surplus Commedities Corporation, North-
eastern Timber Salvage Administration, and the amounts pald from
funds loaned by the Disaster Loan Corporation to the Federal Sur-
plus Commodities Corporation, Northeastern Timber Balvage Ad-
ministration, and for necessary administrative expenses (including
printing and binding) in connection with the timber-salvaging
?Ip;erations conducted by the Northeastern Timber Salvage Adminis-

tion.

8ec. 2. That there is hereby appropriated the sum of $4,000,000, to
be immediately available and to continue available until expended,
for paying the owners thereof at the rate of $2.50 per thousand
board feet for logs heretofore or hereafter delivered to and
accepted by the Northeastern Timber Salvage Administration, which
pglysment shall be in addition to that provided for in section 1 of
t act.

The statement presented by Mr. Toeey is as follows:

I have introduced this bill after making a careful study of the
timber disaster which affects New England and part of New York,
feeling that prompt action by the Government is imperative, not
only from the standpoint of fair treatment to the timber owners
for losses they have dlready sustained, but more particularly with
the view to taking definite action to aid in the necessary campaign
to reduce the fire hazard which Is now existing in this area and
which is increasing with the passage of each week.

The United States Forest Service has reported that without
adequate aid from the Federal Government to reduce the fire
hagard it is well within the bounds of reason that such a serlous
holocaust might occur during the coming fire season as to far
exceed the hurricane of September in resulting loss of life and
property. Furthermore, says the report, a fire would cause
frreparable damage to the forests of the future in elimination of
the remaining live timber on extensive areas.

I have talked with officials in the Forest Service and have been
advised that if such a devastation should occur it would take
50 years after replanting for pine to become of merchantable age,
60 years for spruce, and approximately 100 years for northern
hardwoods.

In the office of Mr. Silcox I have seen pictures of severe forest
fires over large areas in other parts of the country and appreciate
the seriousness of our New England situation.

At the present time the Federal Government is pa
timber owner 80 percent of the schedule of prices for timber
delivered to the ponds or to the sawmills. The great practical
difficulty has been lack of sufficlent inducement to warrant the
timber owner to accept the Federal proposal and operate the
Iumber for delivery to the places designated by the Government,
This bill seeks to furnish that inducement.

Section 1 provides for the payment of 100 percent of the deliv-
ered value of the timber, purchase to be made at the point of
delivery. Under that plan alone the timber owner would still
stand to lose on his investment, for, according to estimates of
the United States Forest Service, made after a survey of the
tangled conditions of our timberlands as of last October, it would
cost the timber owner approximately $2 per thousand feet more
to cut the timber and transport it to the point of delivery than
it would under normal circumstances.

Unless one has seen the condition of our timberlands with his
own eyes it is impossible for him to visualize the picture. In the
few hours of the hurricane at least half of the timber in New
Hampshire became an ugly mass of crisscrossed waste, a mass of
broken, twisted, and splintered wood, carrying with it the life
sav of thousands of families and the wealth that was to have
put children through college or provide funds for many of our
older people in their last years.

Due to increased demand for trucks and labor as a result of
the down-timber conditions, it has been estimated that this addi-
tional cost has now risen from $2 to $2.50.

Therefore, under section 2 of this bill, I have provided that the
Federal Government pay the timber owner a bonus of two dollars
and a half for each thousand board feet of logs which he brings
to the designated point of delivery,

The Forest Service has estimated that from one billlon to one
and six-tenths billion feet can be salvaged up to the end of June,
the deadline of the period during which the timber is salvageable

Based upon these figures, the appropriation called for is $4,000,000.
I believe that this twofold plan would be an inducement sufficient
to effect the acceptance by the timber owner of the Federal pur-
chase plan, and will thereby greatly reduce the fire hazard.

The Forest Service has estima“ed that there are from two and a
half to four billion feet of merchantable timber down, as of its
report of January 14. It reports that as of January 14, 450,000,000

the
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to 500,000,000 feet of timber had been contracted for delivery and
that the logs actually received on that date totaled 30,000,000 to
82,000,000 feet.

It can well be seen from these figures that unless the Federal
Government takes further action immediately for fire-risk reduc-
tion the hazard will increase and will threaten the loss of hundreds
of millions of dollars’ worth of property as well as loss of human
life.
The Federal investment of the £4,000,000 to provide for such pay-
ment of §2.50 per 1,000 board-feet is a small one when we consider
the potential future loss by fire of hundreds of millions of dollars’
worth of property, which will result if this fire hazard is not
materially reduced.

I urge that this bill be given Immediate consideration by the
committee and that the Congress act with the least possible delay in
enacting it into a law.

CLAIM OF MEMPHIS, TENN.~—AMENDMENT

Mr. McKELLAR submitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to the bill (S, 671) for the relief of the city
of Memphis, Tenn., which, with the accompanying papers,
was referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be
printed.

FIRST DEFICIENCY APFROPRIATIONS—AMENDMENT

Mr, WHEELER submitted an amendment proposing to
increase the appropriation for the control of incipient and
emergency outbreaks of insect pests and plant diseases from
$2,000,000 to $5,300,000, intended to be proposed by him to
House bill 2868, the first deficiency appropriation bill, which
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered
to be printed.

ADDITIONAL APPROPRIATION TOR WORK RELIEF AND RELIEF—

AMENDMENT

Mr. O'MAHONEY submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by him to the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 83)
making an additional appropriation for work relief and re-
lief for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1939, which was
ordered to lie on the table and to be printed, as follows:

On page 2, line 15, after the figures “1939”, to insert a colon
and “Provided further, That not later than 80 days following the
approval of this joint resolution the Works Progress Administration
shall determine and fix the number of hours per month of workers
employed upon works-progress projects that the monthly security
wage for workers shall not be lower in any area than that paid
to workers in that same occupation in areas of the same general

type within the same security wage region regardless of variations
in county population.”

NATIONAL REPRESENTATION FOR THE DISTRICT—ADDRESS BY
SENATOR CAPPER

[Mr. NYE asked and obtained leave to have printed in the
REcorp an address on the subject of national representa-
tion for the District of Columbia, delivered by Senator CarpER
at a meeting of the General Federation of Women’s Clubs
at Washington, D. C., January 19, 1939, which appears in
the Appendix.]

ARMAMENT PROGRAM AND FOREIGN RELATIONS—ADDRESS BY

SENATOR TAFT

[Mr. Bripces asked and obtained leave to have printed in
the REcorp a radio address delivered by Senator Tarr on the
American Forum of the Air on Sunday, January 22, 1939, on
the subject Armament and Our Foreign Policy, which appears
in the Appendix.]

FOREIGN RELATIONS—ADDRESS BY ALFRED M. LANDON

[Mr. CarpPER asked and obtained leave to have printed in
the Recorp an address on the subject of foreign relations,
delivered by Hon. Alfred M. Landon on January 21, 1939, at
Topeka, Kans., before the Kansas Press Association, which
appears in the Appendix.]

NEUTRALITY—ARTICLE BY CHARLES A, BEARD

[Mr. NYE asked and obtained leave to have printed in the
Recorp an article by Charles A. Beard on the subject of
neutrality, published in the New Republic for January 18,
1939, which appears in the Appendix.]

SCRAP IRON

[Mr. ScEwWELLENBACH asked and obtained leave to have
printed in the Recorp an editorial from the Washington
Sunday Star of January 22, 1939, under the headline “Scrap
Iron,” which appears in the Appendix.]



1939

INVESTIGATION OF SILVER PROGRAM

[Mr, TownseENnD asked and obtained leave to have printed
in the Recorp excerpts from additional letters received by
him with reference to Senate Joint Resolution 1, providing
for the appointment of a special joint committee to inves-
tigate the silver program, which appear in the Appendix.l

THE WRIGHT AIRPLANE—EDITORIAL FROM MIAMI HERALD

[Mr. ReynvoLps asked and obtained leave to have printed
in the Recorp an editorial from the Miami Herald of Jan-
uary 6, 1939, relative to the Wright airplane, which appears
in the Appendix.]

MUNICIPALLY OWNED POWER SYSTEM IN TACOMA; WASH.

[Mr. Bone asked and obtained leave to have printed in the
REecorD an article published in the Tacoma, Wash., Sunday
Ledger on January 1, 1939, with reference to the Tacoma
municipally owned power system, which appears in the
Appendix.]

FOREIGN POLICY OF UNITED STATES—EDITORIAL FROM LIBERTY

[Mr. LunpeEen asked and obtfained leave to have printed
in the Recorp part of an editorial from Liberty for Janu-
ary 28, 1939, entitled “Shall We Be Forced Into War by
Reckless Officials?” which appears in the Appendix.]

RELIEF—ARTICLE BY DR. GEORGE GALLUP

[Mr. HoLt asked and obtained leave to have printed in
the ReEcorp an article by Dr. George Gallup on the subject
of relief, published in the Washington Post of Sunday, Jan-
uary 22, 1939, which appears in the Appendix.]

GOLD: A BUSINESS RESTORATIVE—EDITORIAL FROM BALTIMORE SUN
_ [Mr. Brinces asked and obtained leave to have printed in
the REcorp an editorial from the Baltimore Sun of January
18, 1939, entitled “Gold: A Business Restorative,” which
appears in the Appendix.]
ADDITIONAL APPROPRIATION FOR WORK RELIEF AND RELIEF

Mr., BARKLEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the
consideration of House Joint Resolution 83.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of
the Senator from EKentucky.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to
consider the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 83) making an addi-
tional appropriation for work relief and relief for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1939, which had been reported from
the Committee on Appropriations, with amendments.

RECESS

Mr. BARKLEY. I move that the Senate take a recess
until 12 o’clock noon tomorrow.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 17 min-
utes p. m.) the Senate took a recess until tomorrow, Tuesday,
January 24, 1939, at 12 o’clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS

Ezxecutive nominations received by the Senate January 23
(legislative day of January 17), 1939

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION

Thomas R. Amlie, of Wisconsin, to be an Interstate Com=-
merce Commissioner for a term expiring December 31, 1945,
vice Balthasar H. Meyer, term expired.

ProMoOTIONS IN THE CoAST GUARD

The following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior
grade) in the Coast Guard of the United States, to rank as
such from May 27, 1938:

John Montrello

Gilbert F. Schumacher

Charles Tighe

Fred L. Westbrook

Richard Baxter

Oscar D. Weed, Jr.

Ralph D. Dean

Joseph R. Scullion

William J. Conley, Jr.

Richard L. Mellen
Glenn L. Rollins
Ernest A. Cascini
Frank V. Helmer
Robert ¥. Shunk
Donald W. Weller
Justus P. White
William J. Lawrence
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CONFIRMATIONS
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 23
(legislative day of January 17), 1939
SECRETARY OF COMMERCE
Harry L. Hopkins to be Secretary of Commerce.
APPOINTMENTS IN THE REGULAR ARMY

Brig. Gen. Henry Harley Arnold to be Chief of the Air
Corps with the rank of major general.

Col. Walter Glenn Kilner (lieutenant colonel) to be Assist-
ant to the Chief of the Air Corps with the rank of brigadier
general.

TO BE MAJOR GENERALS

William Henry Wilson

Robert McCandlass Beck, Jr.

TO BE BRIGADIER GENERALS

Edmund Leo Daley

Jonathan Mayhew Wainwright

Adna Romanza Chaffee

Daniel Isom Sultan

Maxwell Murray

William Edgar Shedd, Jr.

APPOINTMENTS TO TEMPORARY RANK IN THE Air CORPs,
REGULAR ARMY

TO BE WING COMMANDERS WITH THE RANK OF BRIGADIER GENERAL
Walter Hale Frank
Herbert Arthur Dargue
APPOINTMENTS IN THE NATIONAL GUARD OF THE UNITED STATES
Ralph Emerson Truman to be major general.
William Leslie Hornor to be brigadier general, Adjutant
General’s Department.
TO BE BRIGADIER GENERALS
Ralph Maxwell Immell
Walter Braxton Pyron
Alexander Edward Anderson
Richard Eugene Mittelstaedt
Diller Slyder Myers
Edward Clark Rose
Leonard Fish Wing

REAPPOINTMENTS IN THE Oii'lcr:ns’ REesSerRVE CORPS OF THE
MY

TO BE BRIGADIER GENERALS, INACTIVE RESERVE
Brig, Gen, John Ross Delafield.
Brig. Gen. Samuel McRoberts.
POSTMASTERS
ARKANSAS
Deedy Newsome, Arkinda.
QOcie E. Mathis, Hackett.
NEW MEXICO
Robert F. Fisher, Cuba.
James C. Wyman, Loving.
NORTH CAROLINA
Jethro M. Rollins, Bostic.
Eli H. Ange, Jamesville.
Virginia D. Martin, Parkton.
Derr L. Hines, Stony Point.
Maude F. Cheatham, Youngsville.
VERMONT

Bert G. Peck, East Middlebury.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
MONDAY, JANUARY 23, 1939

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.
Rev. John Compton Ball, pastor of the Metropolitan Bap-
tist Church, Washington, D. C., offered the following prayer:

Unto Thee, O Lord, do we lift our souls for the activities
of a new day, and with joy in our hearts and praises on
our lips we acknowledge Thy holiness, wisdom, power, and
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loving kindness. We thank Thee for life and the blessings
bestowed upon us as a nation, and pray that we may stand
firm for the privileges given us by the sacrifices of our fore-
fathers.

To this end, endue our President with divine wisdom. Give
to our beloved Speaker of this House of Representatives the
guidance of Thy Holy Spirit in his leadership and decisions.
May every Member be motivated not by the fear of men but
by faith in God; for, conscious of the needs of our constitu-
ents and the great national problems that confront us, we
feel unequal to the task unless we possess wisdom from on
high. So we plead for Thy continued guidance this day
and every day; and as the physical sunshine floods the land
with light, so may our hearts be illuminated and warmed by
the sunshine of Thy divine presence and love. In the name
of Jesus, our Lord. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, January 20,
1939, was read and approved.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Sundry messages in writing from the President of the
United States were communicated to the House by Mr. Latta,
one of his secretaries.

SPECIAL COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE MATTERS PERTAINING TO
REPLACEMENT AND CONSERVATION OF WILDLIFE

Mr, ROBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
for the immediate consideration of House Resolution 28.

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows:

House Resolution 28

Resolved, That the Special Committee to Investigate All Matters
Pertaining to the Replacement and Conservation of Wildlife 1s au-
thorized to continue the investigation begun under authority of
House Resolution 237 of the Seventy-third C , continued
under authority of House Resolution 44 of the Seventy-fourth Con-
gress and House Resolution 11 of the Seventy-fifth Congress, and
for such p sald committee shall have the same power and
authority as that conferred upon it by said House Resolution 237
of the Seventy-third Congress, and shall report to the House as soon
as practicable, but not later than January 8, 1941, the results of its
investigations, together with its recommendations, for necessary
legislation. Any unexpended balance of the total amount author-
ized for the use of the said special commiitee under House Resolu-
tion 97 of the Seventy-fifth Congress is hereby continued available
until said date.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Virginia?

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts, Mr. Speaker, reserving
the right to object, will the gentleman from Virginia tell us
how much unexpended money is in the Treasury available to
the committee?

Mr. ROBERTSON. I could not tell the gentleman the
exact amount, but enough to finish the work of the committee
for the full calendar year of 1939. This appropriation was
made available to us in 1937 and we worked during 1937 and
1938 and we will have enough to work throughout 1939 out
of the one appropriation,

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts, What does the gentleman
propose to do for the year 1940?

Mr. ROBERTSON. We will ask for enough money to con-
tinue the work of the committee during that time, and I may
say to the gentleman there has never been a special investi-
gating committee of the House that has operated for as little
money or has saved the Government more money than this
Committee on Conservation of Wildlife Resources.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman tell us
in a few words what his committee has accomplished and
what he hopes to accomplish?

Mr. ROBERTSON. We have coordinated the conservation
activities of the emergency agencies; we have coordinated the
regular departments with these emergency agencies: and we
have directed the tremendous expenditures of the C. C, C.
camps into very constructive channels in preserving a great
natural resource, the wildlife of the country, in building dams
and reservoirs to check the run-off and to restore water levels,
‘We have cooperated with the Soil Conservation Service, and
only on the 10th of this month were we able to get an amend-
ment to the regulation paying soil-improvement benefits to
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farmers to cover the planting of annuals and perennials,
legumes, and shrubs for the improvement of the habitat of
wildlife. There are literally millions of acres of waste or arid
lands serving no purpose, not suited for agriculture. We can
build that land up or encourage the farmers to do so through
cooperative agreements, instruction in farm management, and
by distributing free Korean lespedeza, for instance, a soil
builder, and a soil holder, and a wonderful food supply for
birds of all kinds. The past work of our committee and plans
for the future were summarized in a 29-page report submitted
to the House on January 3.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. It strikes me the com-
mittee has quite a program and the gentleman might well
consider having this committee made a standing committee of
the House. Has the committee given any consideration to
that?

Mr. ROBERTSON. There has been a big demand for that
to be done, but we have not asked for it, for two reasons. In
the first place, a standing committee would be more expensive
to the Congress. In the second place, under the plan under
which the Democrats work, a member of an exclusive com-
mittee cannot be a member of any minor committee, and this
would exclude from membership on this committee those with
technical knowledge of what is to be done because they all
have major committee assignments.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr, Speaker, I think the
gentleman has made out a very good case and I have no
objection.

Mr, MAPES. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker,
I notice this resolution was introduced on January 3 and
referred to the Committee on Rules. May I ask the gentle-
man from Virginia if he has made any request of the chair- -
man of the committee to report the resolution?

Mr. ROBERTSON. I have, and he said last week he
would be very glad to report it, but he had not had the
members assigned to his committee. The chairman is now
out of the city on important business, I understand, and
will not be back until the last of the week. I am sure he
would have no objection, because he is in thorough sym-
pathy with the resolution. We have a large volume of work
to be handled all the time, and there should be no break in
the committee’s activities.

Mr. MAPES. Has the gentleman from Virginia spoken
to the chairman of the Committee on Rules about calling it
up in this way?

Mr. ROBERTSON. No, because he is out of the city: but
I am sure I can say that he would have no objection, as we
have handled it previously in this way. In 1935 we handled
it by unanimous consent.

Mr. MAPES. Of course, I realize the gentleman from
Tlinois [Mr. SaeaTr], the chairman of the committee, is able
to take care of himself, but let me say to the gentleman from
Virginia, first, as he knows, I am very much in favor of the
work which he has been doing as chairman of this committee,
but let me say further that there are several resolutions of
this nature pending before the Committee on Rules, and it
seems to me there is some question about the form of the
resolution and some other questions which ought to be
considered by the Committee on Rules.

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, the resolution is in the
exact language of previous resolutions, and on one previous
occasion we handled the resolution in this manner by unani-
mous consent.

Mr, WARREN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from
Michigan yield?

Mr. MAPES. Yes,

Mr, WARREN. Mr, Speaker, I am very much in favor of
the continuance of this committee, but I shall object to its
present consideration because it is subject to a point of
order. The resolution should not be brought in in the
form in which it is presented. I object.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
Mr. COLE of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks in the REecorp, and to in-
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clude therein several brief addresses delivered at the dedi-
catory exercises of a Federal building in Maryland,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to ob-
ject. On Friday last I offered for the Recorp, by asking
unanimous consent, an article written by one of our col-
leagues the gentleman from New York [Mr. BarToN]. That
unanimous-consent request was refused through the objec-
tion of a gentleman on the majority side. What I would
like to know is whether or not we are still operating under
the rules which I have understood to prevail, to the effect
that articles by Members themselves are not objected to
when they are offered for the REcORD.

Mr. COLE of Maryland. Mr, Speaker, I am sure the gen-
tleman does not expect me to answer that question.

Mr. BUCK. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. I
think it is incumbent upon me to respond to my good friend
and colleague from Indiana [Mr. HALLECK] because I objected
to his offering the article in question on Friday last. It is
not my intention, nor is it the intention, as far as I know, of
anyone on the majority side, to object to the inclusion of
remarks of Members themselves if made by a Member,
whether of the majority or the minority party, over the radio,
or to the inclusion of brief editorials; but it seems to me that
the Joint Committee on Printing ought to consider whether
we are going to be permitted to put whole books into the
Recorp. This particular article would have taken up so many
pages in the Recorp that I objected to it, and I shall continue
to object to anything like that, whether it comes from my
own side or the Republican side.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. But the gentleman thor-
oughly well knows that articles that go far beyond what the
gentleman from Indiana offered, so far as the number of
pages is concerned, have been permitted to be placed in the
REcorp, and the gentleman has been silent, so far as I know,
when they were offered.

Mr. BUCK. Oh, the gentleman knows that I have not
been here during the sessions when everything has been
offered. I appreciate the position of the minority leader in
this matter, but it strikes me that he and the majority leader
and the Committee on Printing ought to get together and
adopt some definite policy as to what is going to go into
the RECORD.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. That could not be done,
and the majority leader has admitted it. Consequently we
take the attitude that if gentlemen on that side object to
our requests, we will object to their requests.

The regular order was demanded.

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded.
Is there objection?

Mr, HALLECK. I object.

ACTING CLERK OF THE HOUSE

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following com-
munication from the Clerk of the House, which was read:
January 23, 1939.
The Honorable Winriam B, BANKHEAD,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

S1r: Desiring to be temporarily absent from my office, I hereby
designate Mr. H. Newlin Megill, an official in my office, to sign any
and all papers for me which he would be authorized to sign by
virtue of this designation and of clause 4, rule III of the House.

Respectfully yours,
SouTH TRIMBLE,
Clerk of the House of Representatives.

NATIONAL RESOURCE (H, DOC. NO. 122)

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following mes-
sage from the President of the United States, which was
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union and
ordered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United Staies:

I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress
a report entitled “Research—a National Resource,” com-
piled by the National Resources Committee.
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This report deals with the relation of the Federal Govern-
ment to research. Subsequent reports in this field will cover
research by colleges, universities and foundations, by busi-
ness organizations, by the industrial laboratories, and by the
State and municipal governments.

The dependence of civilization on science is universally
recognized, but the extent of the activities of private and
public agencies carrying on secientific inquiry is not gener-
ally known. It is unlikely that large numbers of our people
have any adequate realization of the services which are
being rendered by the executive agencies of the Federal Gov-
ernment through scientific researches in medicine, agricul-
ture, economics, public administration, and the other natural
and social sciences.

This report indicates the new emphasis in recent years on
activities in the social-science fields and stresses the need
for effective coordination of all agencies engaged in re-
search in order to achieve the solution of many of our more
difficult problems.

I commend the report to the consideration of the Con-
gress.

D. ROOSEVELT.

Tre WHIiTE HouUse, January 23, 1939.

FOREIGN SERVICE RETIREMENT (H. DOC. NO. 121)

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following
message from the President of the United States, which was
read, and, with the accompanying papers, was referred to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs and ordered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

I transmit herewith a report by the Secretary of State
showing all receipts and disbursements on account of re-
funds, allowances, and annuities for the fiscal year ended
June 30, 1938, in connection with the Foreign Service retire-
ment and disability system as required by section 26 (a) of
an act for the grading and classification of clerks in the
Foreign Service of the United States of America, and pro-
viding compensation therefor, approved February 23, 1931,

FRANELIN D. ROOSEVELT.

THE WHITE HoOUSE, January 23, 1939.

PUBLIC HEALTH (H. DOC. NO. 120)

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following
message from the President of the United States, which was
read, and, with the accompanying papers, was referred to
the Committee on Ways and Means and ordered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

In my annual message to the Congress I referred to prob-
lems of health security. I take occasion now to bring this sub-
ject specifically to your attention in transmitting the report
and recommendations on national health prepared by the
Interdepartmental Committee to Coordinate Health and Wel-
fare Activities.

The health of the people is a public concern, ill health is a
major cause of suffering, economic loss, and dependency;
good health is essential to the security and progress of the
Nation.

Health needs were studied by the Committee on Economic
Security which I appointed in 1934, and certain basic steps
were taken by the Congress in the Social Security Act. It
was recognized at that time that a comprehensive health pro-
gram was required as an essential link in our national de-
fenses against individual and social insecurity. Further study,
however, seemed necessary at that time to determine ways
and means of providing this protection most effectively.

In August 1935, after the passage of the Social Security
Act, I appointed the Interdepartmental Committee to Coordi-
nate Health and Welfare Activities. Early in 1938, this com-
mittee forwarded to me reports prepared by their technical
experts. They had reviewed unmet health needs, pointing
to the desirahbility of a national health program, and they
submitted the outlines of such a program. These reports were
impressive. I therefore suggesied that a conference be*held
to bring the findings before representatives of the general
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public and of the medical, public health, and allied profes-
sions.

of life and many parts of our country, came together in
Washington last July to consider the technical committee’s
findings and recommendations and to offer further proposals.
There was agreement on two basic points: The existence of
serious unmet needs for medical service; and our failure to
make full application of the growing powers of medical sci-
ence to prevent or control disease and disability.

I have been concerned by the evidence of inequalities that
exist among the States as to personnel and facilities for health
services. There are equally serious inequalities of resources,
medical facilities, and services in different sections and among
different economic groups. These inequalities create handi-
caps for the parts of our country and the groups of our
people which most sorely need the benefits of modern medi-
cal science.

The objective of a national health program is to make avail-
able in all parts of our country and for all groups of our
people the scientific knowledge and skill at our command to
prevent and care for sickness and disability; to safeguard
mothers, infants, and children; and to offset through social
insurance the loss of earnings among workers who are tem-
porarily or permanently disabled.

The committee does mot propose a great expansion of
Federal health serviees. It recommends that plans be worked
out and administered by States and localities, with the assist-
ance of Federal granis-in-aid. The aim is a fiexible pro-
gram. The commiftee points out that while the eventual
costs of the proposed program would be considerable they
represent a sound investment which can be expected to wipe
out, in the long run, certain costs now borne in the form of
relief.

We have reason to derive great satisfaction from the in-
crease in the ayerage length of life in our country and from
the improvement in the average levels of health and well-
being. Yet these improvements in the averages are cold
comfort to the millions of our people whose security in health
and survival is still as limited as was that of the Nation as a
whole 50 years ago.

The average level of health or the average cost of sickness
has little meaning for those who now must meet personal
catastrophes. To know that a stream is 4 feet deep on the
average is of little help to those who drown in the places
where it is 10 feet deep. The recommendations of the com-
mittee offer a program to bridge that stream by reducing the
risks of needless suffering and death, and of costs and de-
pendency, that now overwhelm millions of individual fam-
ilies and sap the resources of the Nation.

I recommend the report of the Interdepartmental Com-
mittee for careful study by the Congress. The essence of
the program recommended by the committee is Federal-
State cooperation. Federal legislation necessarily precedes,
for it indicates the assistance which may be made available
to the Btates in a cooperative program for the Nation's

2 FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT.
THE Waire Housk, January 23, 1939.

APPOINTMENTS TO COMMITTEES

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I offer the
following privileged resclution, which I send to the desk and
ask to have read.

The Cierk read as roIlows

House Resolution 64

Resolved, That the following Members be, and they are hereby,
elected members of the standing committees of the House of
Representatives, as follows:

Accounts: James Wolfenden, Pennsylvanln Leo E. Allen, Illi-
nols; Lewis D. Thill, Wisconsin; Fred C. Gartner, lvania.

Agriculture: Clifford R. Hope, Kmsas J. Roland Kinzer, Penn-
sylvania; Fred C. Gilchrist, Iowa; August H, Andresen, Minnesota;
Clare E. Hofiman, Michigan; Bert Lord, New York; William Lemke,
North Dskote; Ralph -O. Brewster, Maine; Anfon J. Johnson,
Hlinods; Reid F. Murray, Wisconsin; Samuel W. King, Hawail.

Banking and Currency: Jesse P. Wolcott, Michigan; Charles L.
Gifford, Massachusetts; Robert Luce, ammm Fred L. Craw-
ford, Michigan; Ralph A. Gamble, New York; Richard M. Simpson,
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' Indiana; Earl R. Lewis,
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Pennsylvania; Noble J. Johnson, Indiana; Robert W. Kean, New
Jersey; Jessie Sumner, Ilinois; Wﬂliam J. Miller, Gonnectlcut

Census: J. Roland Kinzer, Pennsylvania; Frederick C. Smith,
Ohio; Robert A. Grant, Indiana; Charles Hawks, Jr., Wisconsin;
William H., Wheat, Illinois; Carl T. Curtis, Nebraska; Leland M.
Ford, California.

Civil Service: Edith Nourse Rogers, Massachusetts; Charles A.
Halleck, Indiana; Edward H. Rees, Eansas; Albert L. Vreeland,
New Jersey; L. L. Marshall, Omo; J. Francis Harter, New York;

Claims: J. Parnell Thomas, New Jersey; Lewis E. Rockefeller,
New York; Thomas D. Winter, Kansas; Frank B. Eeefe, Wisconsin;
Ivor D. mtm Pennsylvania; Leonard W. Hall, New York.

Cotnage, Weights. and Measures: Chauncey W. Reed, Illinois;
August H. Andresen, Minnesota; Robert Luce, Massachusetts; E.
Harold Cluett, New York; Leonard W. Hall, New York; Fred C.
Gartner, Pennsylvanla, Frederick C. Smith, Ohio.

Disposition of Executive Papers: Bertrand W. Gearhart, Cali-
fornia.

District of Columbia: Everett M. Dirksen, Illinols; George J.
Bates, Massachusetts; Paul W, Shafer, Michigan; Leland M. Ford,
California; Stephen Boiles, Wisconsin; Albert L. Vreeland, New Jer~
sey; James Seccombe, Ohio,

Education: Gearge A. Dondero, Michigan; Frank C. Osmers, Jr.,
New Jersey: Robert A. Grant, Indiana; Joshua L. Johns, Wis-

consin; Earl E. Mundt, South Dakota; John ©, Kunkel, Pennsyl-
vania;

Election of Pmsldent. Vice President, and Representatives in
Congress: George Holden Tinkham, Mmachmett& Ralph A. Gam-
ble, New York; George H. Heinke, Nebraska; ¥Frank C, Osmers, Jr
New Jersey; Earl R. Lewis, Dhio. 1

Elections No. 1: Clarence E. Hancock, New York; L. L. Marshall,
Ohio; Albert L. Vreeland, New Jersey.

Elections No. 2: Francis D. Culkin, New York; Willlam W. Black-
ney, Michigan; John McDowell, Pennsylvania.

Elections No. 3: Charles A. Plumley, Vermont; Ralph A. Gamble,-
New York; Lewis D. Thill, Wisconsin.

-Enrolled Bills: Charles A. Eaton, New Jersey; John G. Alexander,
Minnesota; Ivor D. Fenton, Pennsylvania. }

Expenditures in the Executive Department: Charles L. Gifford,
Massachusetts; Clare E. Hoffman, Michigan; D. Lane Powers, New.
Jersey; Stephen Bolles, Wisconsin; Cliff Clevenger, Ohlo; John C.
Kunke! Pennsylvania; Henry O. Talle, Towa.

ood Oontrol: Harry L. Englebright, California; Charles R.
Clason, Massachusetts; Earl B. Lewis, Ohio; Harve Tibbott, Penn-
s'yﬂvanla. Carl T. Curtis, Nebraska, Thomas R. Ball, Connecticut;
H. Carl Andersen, Minnesota.

Forelgn Affairs: Hamilton Fish, New York; Charles A. Eaton,
New Jersey; George Holden Tinkham, Massachusetts; Edith Nourse

Massachusetts; Bruce Barton, New York; Robert B. Chiper-
fleld, Illinois; Robert J. Corbett, Pennsglvania John M. Vorys,
ghm. Foster , New Bampah!.re Andrew C. Schiffier, West

Immigration and Neturalization: J. Will Taylor, Tennessee; Noah
M. Mason, Illinois; Edward H. Rees, Eansas; Lewis K. Rockefeller,
New York; Cliff Clevenger, Ohio; John Z. Anderson, California;
Henry O. Talle, Iowa; Samuel W. King, Hawali.

Indian Affairs: Fred C. Gilchrist, Jowa; Usher L. Burdick, North
Dakota; Fred J. Douglas, New York; John C. Schafer, Wisconsin;
Frederick C. Smith, Ohio; Earl E. Mundt, South Dakota; Fred
Bradley, Michigan; Carl T. Curtis, Nebraska.

Insular Affairs: Richard J. Welch, California; W. Sterling Cale,
New York; Fred L. Crawford, Michigan; Frank C. Osmers, Jr., New
Jersey; Willlam H., Wheat, Tllinois; Earl M. LeCompte, Towa; Charles.
Hawks, Jr., Wisconsin, Samuel W. King, Hawail.

Invalid Pensions: Ralph O. Brewster, Maine; John C. Schafer,
Wisconsin; Robert F. Jones, Ohio; Stephen Bolles, Wisconsin; Robert
A. Grant, Indiana; H. Carl Andersen, Minnesota; John C, Eunkel,
Pennsylvania.

Irrigation and Reclamation: Dewey Short, Missouri; Charles
Hawks, Jr., Wisconsin; Thomas D. Winter, Kansas; Earl E. Mundt,
South Dakota; Henry C. Dworshak, Idaho; J. Thorkelson, Montana;
Frank O. Horton Wyoming, -

Judiciary: U. 8. Guyer, Kansas; Clarence E. Hancock, New York;
Earl C. Michener, llte.m.gam John M. Robsion, Kenftucky. Chauncey
W. Reed, Illinois; John W. Gwynne, Iows; Louis E. Graham, Penn-
gylvania; Wallace E. Pierce, New York; B. J. Monklewicz, Connectl-
cut; Raymond S. Springer, Indiana.

Labor: Richard J. Welch, Cal.ltornia, Fred A. Hartley, Jr., New
Jersey; Clyde H. Smith, Maine; Bruce Barton, New York; Gerald W,
Landis, Indiana; Chester H. Gross, Pennsylvania ;Georgaﬁ.ﬁelnke,
Nebraska.

Library: Allen T. Treadway, Massachusetts; Bert Lord, New York.

Memerials: Frank Crowther, New York.

Merchant Marine and Fisherles: Richard J. Welch, California;
Prancis D. Culkin, New York; George N. Seger, New Jersey; James
C. Oliver, Maine; Joseph J. O'Brien, New York; Harry Sandager,
Rhode Island; Frank B. Eeefe, Wisconsin; SBamuel W. King, Hawail,

Military Affairs: Walter G. Andrews, New York; Dewey Short, Mis-
souri; Leslie C. Arends, Illinois; Charles R. Clason, Massachusetts;
Albert G. Rutherford, Pennsylvania; J. Parnell Thomas, New Jersey;,
Paul W. Shnter. Hjchlga.n Thomeas E. Martin, Iowa; Charles H.

-

L.
Robslon, Kentucky; Pred Bmclley. Mlchxmnn Gerald W. I.a.ndta
Thomas

Ohio; Ivor D. Fenton, Pennsylvania;
D. Winter, Eansas.
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Naval Affairs: Melvin J. Maas, Minnesota; Ralph E. Church, Illi-
pois; James W. Mott, Oregon; W. Sterling Cole, New York; George
J. Bates, Massachusetts; Willilam E, Hess, Ohlo; George P. Darrow,
Pennsylvania; Arthur B, Jenks, New Hampshire; Thomas M. Eaton,
California; Walter 8. Jeffries, New Jersey; Samuel W. King, Hawali.

Patents: Fred A. Hartley, Jr., New Jersey; Leslie C. Arends, Illi-
nols; Ralph E. Church, Illinois; Charles A, Wolverton, New Jersey;
Robert Luce, Massachusetts; James E. Van Zandt, Pennsylvania;
L. L. Marshall, Ohio.

Pensions: Fred J. Douglas, New York; Charles L. Gerlach, Penn-
sylvania; Harry N. Routzohn, Ohio; Henry C. Dworshak, Idaho;
J. Francis Harter, New York; John G. Alexander, Minnesota;

Post Office and Post Roads: Fred A. Hartley, Jr., New Jersey;
E. Harold Cluett, New York; Noah M. Mason, Illinois; Charles F.
Risk, Rhode Island; William W. Blackney, Michigan; Ben F. Jensen,
Iowa; Albert E. Austin, Connecticut; James Seccombe, Ohlo; George
W. Gillie, Indiana; John McDowell, Pennsylvania.

Printing: Robert F. Rich, Pennsylvania.

Public Buildings and Grounds: Pehr G. Holmes, Massachusetts;
Clyde H. Bmith, Maine; Albert G. Rutherford, Pennsylvania; John
C. Schafer, Wisconsin; John Z. Anderson, California; Thomas R.
Ball, Connecticut; Fred Bradley, Michigan.

Public Lands: Harry L. Englebright, California; James W. Wads-~
worth, New York; James W. Mott, Oregon Fred J. Douglas, New
York; J. Thorkelson, Montana; ank . Horton, Wyoming; Henry
C. Dworshalk, Idaho;

Revision of the Laws: Farl C, Lﬁchener Michigan; John M. Rob-
sion, Kentucky; Harry N. Ruutzohn, Ohio; Lewis D. Thill, Wisconsin.

Rlvers and Harbors: George N, Seger, New Jersey: Albert E.
Carter, California; Francis D, Culkin, New York; George A. Dondero,
Michigan; William A. Pittenger, Minnesota; Robert L. Rodgers,
Pennsylvania; Homer D. Angell, Oregon; George S. Williams, Dela-
ware; George H. Bender, Ohio; Harry W. Griswold, Wisconsin;
Samuel W. Eing, Hawall.

Roads: Jesse P. Wolcott, Michigan; James W. Mott, Oregon;
Cassius C. Dowell, Towa; Robert F. Jones, Ohio; Frank O. Horton,
Wyommg Leland M. Ford, California; H. Carl Andersen, Minne-

Terrltorles Cassius C. Dowell, Towa; Lewis K. Rockefeller, New
York; Usher L. Burdick, North Dakota; Robert F. Jones, Ohlo.
J. Thorkelson, Montana; George H. Heinke, Nebraska; Joshua L.
Johms,i Wisconsin; Fred C. Gartner, Pennsylvania; Samuel W, King,
Hawaii.

War Claims: Clare E. Hoffman, Michigan; Clyde H. Smith,
Maine; Harve Tibbott, Pennsylvania; Chester H. Gross, Pennsyl-
vania; Joshua L. Johns, Wisconsin; Joseph J. O'Brien, New York;

World War Veterans: Edith Nourse Rogers, Massachusetts; Albert
J. Engel, Michigan; James C. Oliver, Maine; James E. Van Zandt,
Pennsylvania; Charles L. Gerlach, Pennsylvania; John G. Alex-
ander, Minnesota; Harry N. Routzohn, Ohio; Leonard W. Hall, New
York.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the
resolution.
The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the resolution

was agreed to was laid on the table.
NAVAL AFFAIRS COMMITTEE—LEAVE TO SIT DURING SESSIONS OF
THE HOUSE
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that the Committee on Naval Affairs be permitted
to sit during the sessions of the House while that committee
is considering H. R. 2880.
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Georgia?

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts, Mr, Speaker, I reserve

the right to object. Do I understand the gentleman is going:

to begin hearings on the naval construction bill?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes; on Wednesday next.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. When is it the gentle-
man’s purpose to bring that bill to the House?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I am hoping that we may be
able to finish the work by at least this day one week.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. And will that give ample
opportunity for everyone to be heard by the committee?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I am sure that ample oppor-
tunity will be accorded everyone.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that, after the completion of the special orders on tomorrow,
Tuesday, I may address the House for 30 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.
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EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr, HILL., Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my own remarks in the Recorp and include therein a
speech made on Saturday, January 21, over the network of
the National Broadcasting Co.

The SPFEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr, Speaker, I shall have
to object to that.

Mr. HILL. These are my own remarks.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. It was the gentleman’s
own remarks that were objected to on Friday by one of the
Members on your side also.

FIRST DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL—FISCAL YEAR 1939

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I move that
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the further considera-
tion of the bill (H. R. 2868) making appropriations to supply
deficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year end-
ing June 30, 1939, to provide supplemental appropriations
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1939, and for other
purposes.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further
consideration of the bill H. R. 2868, with Mr. DoxEy in the
Chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. When the Committee rose on Friday
last, there was pending a point of order,

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, at the time
the Committee rose on Friday there was pending before the
Chair a point of order made by the gentleman from New
York [Mr. TaBer], that the item for the erection of the
Census Building was subject to a point of order because it
exceeded the authorization.

The act of May 25, 1926, section 5, alluded to by the gen-
tleman, placed a limitation of $50,000,000 on certain types
of buildings that might be erected in the District of Columbia,
including the acquisition of land. That act was amended
by the act of January 13, 1928, Forty-fifth Statutes at Large,
page 52, increasing the authorization by $25,000,000. That
amount was all for land. It was further amended by the
act of March 31, 1930, Forty-sixth Statutes, page 136, by in-
creasing prior authorizations an additional $115,000,000, mak-
ing a total authorization of $190,000,000, $40,000,000 being
for land and $150,000,000 for buildings.

Chargeable to these authorizations, buildings have been
authorized in the amount of $142,773,092.08, and appropria-
tions of $28,680,000 have been made under the authoriza-
tions for land acquisitions. This leaves a balance to the
credit of the authorization for buildings of $7,226,908, and
under the land authorization of $40,000,000, a difference to
the credit of the authorization of $11,320,000.

Mr. Chairman, I have personally verified these figures from
the Procurement Division of the Treasury Department.
Therefore there is authorization for the item set out in the
deficiency bill of $3,300,000 for the Census Building.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York
[Mr. TaBer] desire to be heard?

Mr, TABER. I do, Mr. Chairman.

The act of January 13, 1928, was limited entirely to the
acquisition of land. The total authorization which is avail-
able in both brackets—that is, for buildings and sites—is
$165,000,000. When you consider that authorization, of
course, you have to omit from the additions those purchases
which were made prior to the original act. The total au-
thorizations for the purpose of constructing these buildings
is $165,000,000.

Turning to the figures that I have obtained from the Pro-
curement Division, the expenditures for those purposes and
the appropriations, with the limits of cost fixed, run a total
of $175,341,358.22. With that picture I still submit that the
authorizations heretofore made have already been exceeded
and that this appropriation is not authorized by the statutes
that have been referred to, or by any other, so far as I know.
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The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman from New York con-
cluded his statement?

Mr. TABER. I have, insofar as that primary statement is
concerned. It seems to me it is up to the person proposing
to sustain a proposed law against which a point of order has
been made to submit the details indicating what their position
is, so that we may go into that question just as far as we can
verify the whole situation.

I have before me and am prepared to cite the different acts
making appropriations, as far as I am relying on them. I
have before me the Budget estimates out of which certain
allotments were made. I think the whole matter can be very
easily straightened out if it were presented in that way. It
would appear clearly that the authorization for the construc-
tion of this building has already been exceeded.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia de-
sire to reply to the gentleman from New York?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Merely to say, Mr. Chair-
man, that I have just cited to the Chair and to Com-
mittee the fact that we have not only examined the statutes,
but I have a statement over the signature of the Director of
the Procurement Division which shows the facts just as I
indicated them, that there has been a total authorization of
$150,000,000 for buildings alone and a total authorization of
$40,000,000 for land purchases. I have investigated the acts,
the clerk of the committee has investigated them, and I
have a statement as to the accuracy of the facts over the
signature of the Director of the Procurement Division. I
think that disproves his case.

So, Mr. Chairman, the burden is upon the gentleman from
New York to show that his facts in support of his point of
order are accurate and not upon me to disprove them.

Under the ordinary rules of procedure the burden of proof
to sustain a point of order is upon the party by whom it is
made.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule, unless the
gentleman from New York desires to reply to the gentleman
from Virginia.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I repeat, it has always been
the rule in considering points of order that the burden is
entirely upon the party who seeks to bring his legislation
within the authorization—to make his case.

I have before me, which I call to the attention of the Chair,
a list of buildings and costs, and I have my adding-machine
lists showing what the various items total, if the Chair
would like to have it. I can go down the line and cover each
item if the Chair requires that I cover it.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not requiring anything.
The Chair is merely affording an opportunity to have all the
facts presented.

Mr. TABER. But, Mr. Chairman, I submit the burden is
upon the party seeking to sustain the authorization.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not require it, but the
gentleman may proceed, if he so desires.

Mr. TABER. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to
the following buildings that have been constructed, the date
of that authorization, and the amount of their cost:

Appropriation
act and in
Name of building some cases Cost
part of the
appropriation
Agriculture:
Economies Bullding .- coooooooiioaoiooiol] July 38,1926 £325, 000. 00
Admi.nlstmtion Building o Tk 2, 000, 000. 00
Power E July 8,1080 85, 000. 00
South Building. July 38,1926 13, 879, 131. 60
rehfves - ..~ s el [ My s E e 8, 578, 000. 00
Centm! heating plant Mar, 4,1931 4, 516, 893, 00
Commerce........ July 3,1926 17, 500, 000. 00
Government Printing Office (first SO N: o | o 0 1, 245, 492. 00
Internal Revenue (original building) . ________.___ SEEal, {, 10, 000, 000. 00
Interstate C ommission July  3,1930 4, 500, 000, 00
Justice. a-odoo-._._] 15,877,860.00
s Al S e e R TR RS T o BT (o SRl 4, 750, 000. 00
Inm's‘l.al.s Commerce Commission—Labor wing
e A e Ml L. TR % 26 S F e 5, 288, 073. 31
leert Toan. .. ... July 83,1026 308, 510. 21
Post. Oﬁm Department. July 8, 1930 11, 730, 543. 00
Public Health [ R 908, 250. 00
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Appropriation
act and in
50ImMe CASes
part of the

appropriation

Name of building

Bupreme Court._

Feb. 28,1027 [t
Triangle landsca)

e e e July 3,1930
General appropriations for water lines and inciden-
tals Dee. 22,1927 525,

#
&2

735,00

000. 00

000, 00

Bureau of Engraving and Printing Aug 12,1935 6, 325, 000. 00

Government Printing Office._.____ ___,dn ....... 7, 700, 000. 00

Cleneral Aocountiog Office. - - oo .0 _.___ 4, 700, 000. 00

e L June 25 1938 10, 815, 000, 00

Sociai Becurity and Railroad Retirement Board.._._|.....do-_..._. 14, 250, 000. 00

Total 147, 627, 387. 52

1Land only.
The following were erected by P. W. A. allotments:

Name of building Date of allot- | ymount

Internal Revenuse extension. .. .coceecceccecacenamman Jan. 11,1934 | $2, 102, 000.00

Procurameut. Division extension Deec. 14, 1033 1, 675, 231. 00

_________________________________________________ Nov. 89,1935 5§, 679, 193. 00

Archives (stacks and some interior extension)........| Sept. 27,1934 | 3, 610, 000, 00
B e e e s L L e S Nov. 17,1934 | 13, 588, 421. 00

Miscellaneous items (War Department site, reser-
vation D; Zoo Park, Treasury Building, work, etc.) 2, 460,075.72
Total... 20,114,970 72

Every one of these expenditures was chargeable to the
$165,000,000 authorization, The expenditures for the pur-
chase of land were for land acquired before the authorization
for the purchase of land was increased, or before the $25,-
000,000 was set up for that purpose. The total of all these
items I have enumerated is $176,000,000, or $11,000,000 more
than the authorization for building construction.

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. 1 yield.

Mr, WOODRUM of Virginia. The gentleman has read a
number of items that come under the head of Public Works
Administration construction. In that connection, Mr. Chair-
man, I should like to read a paragraph from the letter I
have from the Director of the Procurement Division.

In the first place, may I say, these items are not properly
chargeable to this authorization. The Director of Procure-
ment writes:

The foregoing does mot take into account expenditures aggre-
gating $27,272,933.72, itemized on the third page of exhibit 2, for
buildings and other improvements constructed in the District of
Columbia under allotments by the Public Works Administration.
These allotments were pursuant to Title 2 of the National Indus-
trial Recovery Act (48 Stat. 201), as extended by section 12 of the
Emergency Relief Appropriation Act of 1935 (49 Stat. 119), and
section 201 of the Public Works Administration Extension Act of
1937 (50 Stat. 357). Under section 202 of the National Industrial
Recovery Act the Administrator was directed to prepare the pro-
gram of Public Works, which included: “(a) Construction, repair,
and improvement of * * * public buildings * * *; and
under section 203 (a) the President was authorized and empowered,
through the Administrator or through such other agencies as he
might designate, to construct any public-works project included in
that program, and the last sentence of the section made its pro-
visions expressly applicable to public works in the District of
Columbia, This legislation contained no reference to the Public
Buildings Act of May 25, 1826, supra, and did not otherwise limit
the amount expendable under the program for projects in the
District of Columbia. It has not been considered that expendi-
tures under this program are chargeable to the total amount au-
thorized for appropriation for projects in the District of Columbia
under the Public Buildings Act, and the amendatory legislation
relative thereto.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard on
that particular subject.

These allotments were made out of funds appropriated
to the President and were allotted for the purpose of con-
structing certain authorized projects. I cannot see why this
operation does not operate as a satisfaction of the authoriza-
tion, If it is going to be held that every time an appropria-
tion bill is brought in here it must specify the statutory
basis for its authority, we are going to be in very serious
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trouble because mot 1 out of 20 items gives any such
citation. There is not any question but that statutory au-
thority existed and the appropriation was made. The au-
thority was delegated to the President to allot it and he
alloled money for the construction of these authorized
projects. The authorization was satisfied as a result of those
allotments.

Mr. LANHAM. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. 1 yield to the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. LANHAM. Was not a part of the original expendi-
ture for the erection of the Department of Commerce Build-
ing for the purpose of housing the Bureau of the Census,
and was not the building enlarged on that account; there-
fore, has not that part of the appropriation which might
have been applied to the Bureau of the Census already been
used in preparing suitable quarters for the Bureau in the
present Department of Commerce Building?

Mr, TABER. I think that is true.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule.

When this point of order was raised on Friday last, the
Chair was in some doubt as to whether the appropriation
in the pending paragraph was authorized under existing law.
The citation to the act of May 25, 1926, contained in the
paragraph, seemed to place a limitation upon the amount
of money that could be appropriated for the construction of
buildings within the District of Columbia. Since last Friday
the Chair has had an opportunity of looking into the laws
authorizing construction within the District of Columbia.
The Chair has found that the act of May 25, 1926, has been
amended on two specific occasions—first by the act of Jan-
uary 13, 1928 (45 Stat. 52), and, second, by the act of March
31, 1930 (46 Stat. 136). These amendafory acts have in-
creased the authorization for the District of Columbia to
$150,000,000 for the construction of buildings and $40,000,-
000 for the acquisition of lands for such buildings.

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr., WooprumM] has sub-
mitted for the inspection of the Chair a letter addressed to
him over the signature of the Director of Procurement of
the Treasury Department. The Chair finds in that com-
munication—and of course the Chair must rely upon the
statement of an officer of the Government over his signa-
ture—that of the $150,000,000 authorized by construction in
the District of Columbia $142,773,092.08 has already been
authorized, thus leaving of the original authorization a sum
of $7,226,908 for future appropriations. Of the $40,000,000
authorized for the acquisition of land there remains unal-
located and unappropriated the sum of $11,320,000. If is
manifest, therefore, that under the acts heretofore referred
to by the Chair there is sufficient authorization within the
limit of cost set in those acts for an appropriation of $3,500,-
000 for the construction of a Census Building. The Chair
desires also to point out that the Director of Procurement
in his letter to Mr. Woobrum specifically states that the
erection of the new Census Building is within the area de-
fined in the authorization acts.

The question has also been raised as to whether the con-
struction of public buildings in the District of Columbia
under allotments by the Public Works Administration should
be chargeable against a limitation of $150,000,000 set by the
Public Buildings Act of 1926, as amended. The Chair has
examined carefully title 2 of the National Industrial Recov-
ery Act, section 12 of the Emergency Relief Appropriation
Act of 1935, and section 201 of the Public Works Administra-
tion Extension Act of 1937. These acts contained no refer-
ence to the Public Buildings Act of May 25, 1826, as
amended, and did not otherwise limit the amount expend-
able for projects in the District of Columbia as authorized by
the Public Buildings Act. It seems to the Chair, therefore,
that the moneys used under the Public Works Administra-
tion for the construction of buildings in the District of Co-
lumbia should not be chargeable to the total amount author-
ized for projects in the District of Columbia under the Public
Buildings Act, as amended. The Chair is fortified in this
opinion by the fact that the Director of Procurement of
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the Treasury Department has placed a like consfruction
upon this proposition.

For these reasons the Chair is of the opinion that the ap-
propriation herein provided is within the authorization set
by Congress and, therefore, conforms with the rules of the
House. The Chair, therefore, overrules the point of order.

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent to return to the consideration of page 3 of
the bill, line 3, to an item making appropriation for the
New England hurricane damage and that it may be in order
to make a point of order against this unauthorized
expenditure.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Virginia?

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I object.

Mr. DIREKSEN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment,
which I send to the Clerk’s desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. DirksEN: Page 6, line 6, strike out
from line 6 to line 186, inclusive.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, the point of this amend-
ment is to strike out the entire section of the bill which
provides $3,500,000 for the acquisition of land and the erec-
tion of the new building for the Census Bureau in the De-
partment of Commerce.

On Thursday last I acquainted the House with the amount
of space being rented by the Federal Government both in
and outside the District of Columbia and also gave some
totals as to the number of buildings that have been erected,
to indicate the extent to which governmental functions have
increased. I recognize the fact that there are some func-
tions of the Government that cannot be moved out of the
Nation’s Capital. Certainly, no one would pretend that
you could take the Department of State, the Department
of Labor, or the Department of the Interior and move them
to other sections of the country, because their functions must
be coordinated with other functions that are being carried
on here. Conversely, however, there are some functions that
can be moved from the District of Columbia. It occurs
to me that the taking of the census and the tabulating of
the results is one of such functions.

This can very well be done at this time without prejudicing
the work of the Census Bureau or any acquisitions that have
been made under the proposal in this bill. If you will
examine page 21 of the hearings you will find that Admiral
Peoples testified that thus far no land has been acquired for
this purpose. Secondly, if you will examine the hearings
on page 24 you will find that 200,000 square feet of space is
now available with which to carry on the preliminary work,
Since those who are conducting this work have testified be-
fore the committee that it is a progressive build-up of per-
sonnel, I think it is a fair inference from the hearings that
space is now available for the work that must be done for
awhile, at least. Consequently we can give some attention
to the proposal to move this whole function to some other
section of the country by deferring action on a new building
at this time.

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield briefly.

Mr. COLMER. As I understand, the purpose of the gen-
tleman’s amendment, as stated, is to cut out this entire sec-
tion of the bill?

Mr. DIRKESEN. The gentleman is correct.

Mr. COLMER. I notice on reading the amendment that
is cuts out lines 6 to 11. I thought I might just call the
attention of the gentleman to that fact.

~Mr. DIRKSEN. No; the amendment covers from line 6
to line 16.

Mr, COLMER. I believe if the gentleman will observe his
amendment he will find it covers to line 11.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that if that mistake appears in the amendment the amend-
ment may be changed to read “line 16” instead of “line 11.”
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The CHATRMAN. The Chair may say that the amendment
covers lines 6 to 16.

Mr, DIRKSEN. I thought it was line 16, and I think it was
properly phrased in the first instance.

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia.

Mr. COX. Is the gentleman taking the position that the
country has already been overtaxed to construct monumental
buildings here in the District of Columbia, and that this isan
opportune time to indicate dissatisfaction with a continuation
of that policy?

Mr. DIRKSEN. In part I take that position. I take this
position predicated on two premises. In the first place, I do
not believe there is an immediate necessity for erecting this
building. Secondly, if it must be built—and those in posses-
sion of expert opinion and authority and who have the fig-
ures insist that it must be built—let us build it somewhere
else and decentralize this function and have it carried on
away from the District of Columbia.

Further in the testimony you will find that while they state
it is not economically feasible to place these functions any-
where but in Washington, D. C., yet you cannot read the
record of the hearings without coming to the conclusion, from
the statements of those who testified from the Department of
Commerce itself, that this function may very well be moved
to some other section of the country. When the time comes
to erect such a building, let us place it somewhere else than
Washington, D. C., and start progressively on curing the con-
gestion and the traffic hazards that have grown up as a result
of implementing the Federal personnel here until today it
amounts to approximately 120,000 persons.

The center of population is today located somewhere near
the Illinois-Indiana line, some seven or eight hundred miles
from here. We could very well send this function out there,
because it is principally a case of providing 2 weeks’ work for
enumerators and then going into a building with a battery of
tabulating machines and tabulating the result.

On the basis of what appears in the hearings we might
very well strike out this provision at this time, because it is
not immediately necessary. [Applause.]

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent that all debate on this paragraph and all
amendments thereto close in 10 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Virginia?

There was no objection.

Mr, TABER. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me we should stop
appropriating large sums of money for the purpose of erect-
ing great buildings in the District of Columbia; buildings
which are permanent in character and which we will have
immediate agitation to fill. The requirements of this Bureau,
according to the story of its own representatives, are taken
care of until the 1st of next January. This means they now
have space in the Department of Commerce Building to take
care of 2,500 of their employees, as appears on page 17 of the
hearings, and they need additional space only for a period of
approximately 20 months, as appears directly on the same
page of the hearings. Why should we construct a building
calculated to house 7,500 employees to satisfy a demand for
20 months’ use in 10 years? When that great Department of
Commerce Building was erected it was understood it would
house the census activities and would take care of that situa-
tion. With what temporary space we can obtain both here
in Washington and elsewhere there is plenty of space avail-
able to take care of this situation. We have no business going
ahead at this time with terrific expenditures in Washington.

Mr, TAYLOR of Tennessee. Mr, Chairman, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. TABER. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee.

Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. Does not the gentleman en-
vision a day in the not distant future when a great many
of these useless buildings or commissions will be demobilized?

hl:!r. ':.IPABER It is the only salvation for America. [Ap-
plause.
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Mr., WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr, Chairman, the hear-
ings before the committee showed that the Government is
now renting in the District of Columbia 120 different buicni-
ings to house the present activities of the Government, and
whatever may be said about useless bureaus and the multi-
plying of Government agencies and what not, I recall that
one of my first committee assignments when I came to
Congress 16 years ago was to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds and at that time the Government
was paying an annual rental bill of more than $25,000,000
in the District of Columbia and outside of the District
of Columbia. The Government has never, under any ad-
ministration, pursued the policy that an ordinarily con-
servative and prudent businessman would pursue of trying
to house his own activities with a view to economizing in
space and coordinating such activities. This the Govern-
ment has never done. There may be more bureaus now—
I do not deny this—probably we all entertain the hope that
many of them may be liquidated sometime or other, but
if our fondest hopes were realized in that direction, we badly
need space of this type in the District of Columbia.

This is not to be a monumental building, I may say to my
good friend from Georgia. This is to be a warehouse—utili-
tarian type of building, costing $9 a square foot and built
for use and service.

It is perfectly ridiculous to talk about conducting this
census or tabulating it at any other place than in the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Not just now, as I only
have 5 minutes.

With the advent of social security and railroad retirement,
there will be greater need for record space than ever before,
and while the census field work is done out in the country at
large, the tabulation and the records from which compiled
must be done in the District of Columbia at the Nation’s
Capital.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield
for a question?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Yes; just briefly.

Mr. O'CONNOR. There is no emergency about the con-
struction of this building, is there?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. We think there is an emer-
gency.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Does not the gentleman really feel that
it would be better to spend this $3,500,000 by adding it to the
amount that the House passed the other evening here, namely,
$725,000,000, which I voted to increase to $875,000,000, to take
care of the poor and the unemployed people of this country,
rather than to use this sum for the construction of a build-
ing for which there is no immediate necessity?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. In the first place, there is
immediate necessity for it; and in the second place, the gen-
tleman from Virginia thinks we made ample provision for the
poor and the needy people, if you can get the money to such
people; but aside from that, if you do not construct this build-
ing at a cost of $3,500,000, we shall have to have someone else
construct the building and pay them not less than $400,000 a
year for it. We are paying 95 cents a square foot for space in
rented buildings in the District of Columbia right now.

Mr. DOWELL., Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Not just now, if the gentle-
man will permit me.

The evidence shows that this bullding will liquidate itself
on the basis of rent in 10 years, and it is badly needed for
governmental activities.

Mr. TABER. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield to
me?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia.
from New York.

Mr. TABER. Does not the gentleman realize that these
public buildings we put up all cost more to operate and take
care of than the rent we have been paying?

I yield to the gentleman
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Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. No; in addition to the cost
of 95 cents a square foot, we pay for the heating and the
Jjanitor service. The added expense runs the cost to around
$1.50 a square foot for renting space in the District of Co-
lumbia. Any ordinarily prudent businessman would con-
struct his own office space rather than do this.

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Yes.

Mr. GIFFORD. And the building would also be counted as
an asset and its availability to extinguish the public debt
could be claimed, could it not?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia.
doubtedly.

[Here the gavel fell.]

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN].

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. DirkseN) there were—ayes 99, noes 107.

Mr. DIRESEN. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers.

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair appointed as tellers
Mr. Woobrum of Virginia and Mr. DIRKESEN.

The Committee again divided; and the tellers reported—
ayes 124, noes 117.

So the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk concluded the reading of the bill.

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I move that
the Committee do now rise and report the bill back to the
House with the amendments, with the recommendation that
the amendments be agreed to and that the bill, as amended,
do pass.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the Committee rose; and the Speaker having
resumed the chair, Mr. Doxgy, Chairman of the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that
that Committee had had under consideration the bill H, R.
2888, the first deficiency appropriation bill, 1839, and had
directed him to report the same back to the House with two
amendments, with the recommendation that the amendments
be agreed to and that the bill, as amended, do pass.

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr, Speaker, I move the
previous guestion on the bill and amendments to final passage.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any
amendment?

Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I demand a
separate vote on the Dirksen amendment striking out the
provision for the construction of a building for the Bureau
of the Census.

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded upon the
other amendment? If not, the question is on agreeing to the
amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the other
amendment. ¥

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the Clerk again report the amendment.

There was no objection, and the Clerk again reported the
amendment, as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. DIrksEN: Page 6, line 6, strike out
lines 6 to 16, inclusive.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken; and the Chair announced himself
in doubt.

The House divided; and there were—ayes 106, noes 136.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 170, nays 192,
not voting 70, as follows:

It would be an asset, un-

[Roll No. 4]

YEAS—1T0
Alexander Andresen, A.H. Arnold Blackney
Allen, T11. Andrews Ashbrook Boehne
Andersen, H. Carl Angell Ball Bolles
Anderson, Calif. Arends Beam Bolton

Bradley, Mich,
Brewster
Brown, Ohio
Bryson
Buckler, Minn,
Burdick
Carlson
Case, 8. Dak.
Chiperfield
Church
Clason
Clevenger
Cluett

Cole, N. Y.
Colmer
Corbett

Cox
Crawford
Crowther
Culkin
Curtis
Dirksen
Dondero
Dowell
Dworshak
Eaton, Calif.
Eaton, N. J.
Elliott

Engel
Englebright
Fenton

Fish

Ford, Leland M,
Fulmer
Gamble
Gearhart
Gehrmann
Gerlach
Glfford

Allen, La.

Allen, Pa.

Anderson, Mo,
en

Barnes

Bates, Ky.
Beckworth

Austin

Bates, Mass,

Bend

Bradley, Pa.
Buckley, N. Y.
Carter
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Gilchrist Landis Rockefeller
Gillie Lanham ers, Pa.
Gore LeCompte Rogers, Mass
Graham Lemke Routzohn
Grant, Ind Lewls, Ohio Rutherford
Griswold Luce Schafer, Wis.
Gross Ludlow Schiffier
Guyer, Kans. McDowell Schulte
Gwynne McEeough Shafer, Mich.
Hall McLaughlin Short
Halleck McLean Simpson
Hancock McLeod Smith, Ohio
Harness McMillan, John L. Springer
Harter, N. Y Maas Btearns, N, H.
Haw Mapes Stefan
Heinke Marshall Sumner, Il
Hinshaw Martin, Mass. Bumners, Tex.
Hoffman Mason Taber
BE oo R
n c Taylor, 3

Hull er 'I‘l:gll e
Jacobsen Monkiewicz Thomas, N. J.
Jarrett Mott Thorkelson
Jefiries Mundt Tibbott
Jenkins, Ohlo Murray Treadway
Jenks, N. H. O’'Connor Turner
Jensen Osmers Van Zandt
Johns Parsons Vorys, Ohio
Johnson, I, Peterson, Ga. West
Johnson, Ind. Pittenger Wheat
&ones. Ohio Plumley White, Ohio

ean e Wigglesworth
Eeefe Polk ng?ama, Del
Eelly Powers Winter
KEinzer Reece, Tenn, Wolcott
Kleberg Reed, Ill. Woodruff, Mich,
Enutson Reed, N. Y. Youngdahl
Kunkel Rees, Eans,
Lambertson Robsion, Ky.

NAYS—192
Dies Jones, Tex. Richards
Dingell Kee Robertson
Disney Keller Robinson, Utah
Doughton Eerr Rogers, Okla.
Doxey Eilday Romjue
Drewry Kitchens Ryan
Duncan Backs
Dunn Kramer Satterfield
Durham Larrabee Schaefer, 1.
Eberharter Lesinski Bchuetz
Edmiston Lewls, Colo. Schwert
Ellis McAndrews 8c
Faddis MecCormack Becrest
Fay McGehee
Ferguson McMillan, Thos. 8.8hannon
Fernandez Magnuson Bheppard
Fitzpatrick Mahon Sirovich
Flaherty Maloney Bmith, Conn
Flannagan Mansfield Smith, Va
Folger Marcantonio Smith, Wash.
Ford, Miss. Martin, Calo. Bmith, W. Va.
Ford, Thomas F. Martin, 111, Snyder
Fries Mills, Ark. South
Garrett Mills, La. Bparkman
Gathings Spence
Geyer, Calif Monroney Starnes, Ala,
Gibbs Steagall
Gclda?:mugh ﬁonton Sutphin
Gosse urdock, Arlz. Sweene:
Grant, Ala, Murdock, Utah  Tarver y
Green Nelson Taylor, Colo.
Gregory Norrell T cE
Griffith Norton Terry
Hare O'Day ‘Thomas, Tex.
Harrin, O’Neal Thomason
Harter, Ohio Owen Tolan
Havenner Pace Vincent, Ky
Healey Patman Vinson, Ga.
Hennings Patrick Voorhis, Calif
Hill Patton Wallgren
Hobbs Pearson ‘Walter
Hook Peterson, Fla, Warren
Houston Plerce, Oreg. Weaver
Hunter Rabaut ‘Whelchel
Jarman Ramspeck Whittington
Johnson, Luther A.Randolph Willlams, Mo.
Johnson, Lyndon Rankin Woodrum, Va.
Johnson, W. Va. Rayburn Zimmerman
NOT VOTING—T0

Darrow Holmes McReynolds
Dempsey Izac Maciejewski
Ditter Johnson, Okla. Martin, Iowa
Douglas Eennedy, Martin May
Elston » Michael Merritt
Evans Eennedy, Md. Myers
Flannery Eeogh Nichols
gartner &fwan O'Brien

AVagan o
Hart Leavy 01{-5;17
Hartley Lord O'Toole
Hendricks McArdle Pfeifer
Hess McGranery Plerce, N. Y.
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Rich Seger Tinkham Wolfenden, Pa.
Risk Smith, 111, Vreeland Wolverton, N. J.
Sabath Smith, Maine Wadsworth Wood

Bandager Somers, N. Y. Welch

Beccombe Sullivan ‘White, Idaho

So the amendment was not agreed to.
The Clerk announced the following pairs:
On this vote:
Mr. Ditter (for) with Mr. Gavagan (against).
Mr. Wadsworth (for) with Mr. Sullivan (against).
Mr. Rich (for) with Mr. Dempsey (against).
Mr. Wolfenden of Pennsylvania (for) with Mr, McArdle (against).
Mr. Douglas (for) with Mr, Cooley (against).
. Elston (for) with Mr, Sabath (against).
Risk (for) with Mr. Cullen (against).
Mr, Pierce of New York (for) with Mr. Bradley of Pennsylvania
(against) .
. Smith of Maine (for) with Mr. O'Toole (against).
Seger (for) with Mr. McGranery (against).
Seccombe (for) with Mr. Keogh (against).
Lord (for) with Mr. Eennedy of Maryland (against).
Sandager (for) with Mr. Hart (against).
Carter (for) with Mr. McReynolds (against).
Gartner (for) with Mr. Barry (against).
Oliver (for) with Mr, Flannery (against).
Hess (for) with Mr. Celler (against).
Bates of Massachusetts (for) with Mr. Kirwan (against).
. Austin (for) with Mr. O'Leary (against).
Holmes (for) with Mr. Merritt (against).
O'Brien (for) with Mr. Evans (against).
. Hartley (for) with Mr. Somers of New York (against).
. Vreeland (for) with Mr. Pfeifer (against).
Barton (for) with Mr, Michael J. Kennedy (against).
Darrow (for) with Mr, Martin J. Eennedy (against).
Martin of Iowa (for) with Mr. Buckley of New York (against).
. Bender (for) with Mr. Curley (against).

General pairs:

Mr, May with Mr. Tinkham,

. Johnson of Oklahoma with Mr. Wolverton of New Jersey.
Lea with Mr. Welch,

. Wood with Mr, Leavy.

Clark with Mr. Maciejewski.

. Nichols with Mr. Smith of Illinois.

Hendricks with Mr. White of Idaho.

Creal with Mr. Izac.

Mr. GranT of Alabama changed his vote from “aye” to
"n(}."

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the amended bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
and was read the third time.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill.

The bill was passed, and a motion to reconsider was laid
on the table.

CONSOLIDATING AND CODIFYING INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS OF THE
UNITED STATES

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2762) to con-
solidate and codify the internal-revenue laws of the United
States.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAEKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from North Carolina?

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to
object, I think it is such an important matter that it is
proper for the chairman of the committee or some Member
on the majority side to offer the House a suitable explana-
tion of the reason for the passage of this act at this time,

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, the bill under consider-
ation, H. R. 2762, consolidates and codifies the internal-
revenue laws of the United States, and would enact into abso-
lute law insteAd of prima facie evidence of law all of the
internal-revenue laws that are now in force.

This bill has the unanimous approval of the Committee on
Ways and Means. Its preparation is the work of the staff
of the Joint Committee on Internal Revenue Taxation, with
which work the House is familiar, in cooperation with the
Treasury Department and the Department of Justice. The
staff has been working on this since about 1930, in coopera-
tion with the officials of the Treasury Department and of the
Department of Justice.

There is no objection to it. In fact, its passage is com-
mended by the Department of Justice. I have a letter, con-

R
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tained in the report, from the Department of Justice recom-
mending the enactment of this code into law. It does not
change existing law in any particular. It brings into con-
solidated form, into one compact volume, about 150 separate
acts of Congress, beginning with the Revised Statutes, en-
acted in 1874. There are so many laws contained in so many
volumes of the Statutes at Large that it is very confusing
and it is difficult even for lawyers to determine what the law
actually is, and the ordinary taxpayer cannot do it at all.

This bill makes no change whatever in existing law, but
consolidates and codifies the existing law, and brings it all
into one volume so that it is immediately and conveniently
available.

Mr. TREADWAY. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DOUGHTON. 1 yield to my colleague.

Mr. TREADWAY. I understood the chairman to say this
was prepared in cooperation with the Department. Printed
in the volume as it first came to the Ways and Means Com-
mittee was transmitted a letter from the Department of
Justice, but there was no reference to the Treasury Depart-
ment as cooperating and approving this codification, as far
as any written evidence is concerned. I understood at the
time that the chairman of the committee had had verbal
cooperation and approval of the Treasury Department, but
I think it would be well for the chairman to make a state-
ment in connection with that matter.

Another thing I would like to bring out is that when the
Congress adopts this resolution and it becomes law, then
there is no reference to past laws, but it is the law to
date in connection with internal-revenue cperations of the
Government, is it not?

Mr. DOUGHTON. It would have the force of statutory
law. It would not be prima facie evidence thereof but the
law itself.

As far as the Treasury Department is concerned——

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. DOUGHTON. I yield to my colleague from Ohio.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. As I understand it, this joint
committee of the House and Senate has been operating on
taxation for years, and this committee has had this in mind
for several years. That is true, is it not?

Mr. DOUGHTON. That is correct.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. And they have been working on
it not for the purpose of changing any law whatever——

Mr. DOUGHTON. No.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. But to correlate the laws and
bring them together in a compact form so that those who
use this portion of the law—and there are millions of people
in the country who do use it—may have these laws properly
indexed and condensed into one volume,

I should like to ask the gentleman this question: It has
been the purpose of this committee to honestly correlate
these laws without any intention of making any change in
the law whatsoever?

Mr, DOUGHTON. That is correct.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. I think the information which the
gentleman has from these experts, and that has been cor-
roborated by the Department of Justice, is that there has
been no change in the law whatever. All it does is bring
them together. It differs from some codifications. Some
codifications made by the Congress and other legislative
bodies implies a complete study of all laws, in an effort to
take out the deadwood and inconsistencies, and resolve the
inconsistencies into some form, and thereby enact a new law.
In this case I understand this commission has religiously
stayed away from any attempt to make any change whatso-
ever, but have stuck absolutely to the law. Take laws upon
which the statute of limitations has run, or laws that in their
own language indicate that they are now of no standing.
Some of the Members on this side, particularly the new Mem-
bers, are especially interested in knowing whether or not
should they vote for this they will be voting for any change
of law. I think the gentleman has stated emphatically thaf

there is no change of any kind in the law.
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Mr. DOUGHTON. I can assure the House of that fact.
Moreover, in order to safeguard and assure the correctness
of this draft, and to safeguard against any mistakes, the
Treasury, Department has checked and rechecked through
about 25 or 30 attormeys in that Department the work of
the staff in order that this may be as accurate as it is hu-
manly possible to make it.

Mr, WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DOUGHTON. I yield.

Mr. WOLCOTT. I understand this is the embodiment of
all existing tax laws.

Mr. DOUGHTON. That is correct.

Mr. WOLCOTT. In what manner has the committee elimi-
nated the deadwood? Does not this bill provide for the re-
peal of some of this deadwood? The gentleman from Ohio
stated that experts in the Department of the Treasury have
gotten together and eliminated a lot of deadwood and laws
that the statute of limitations has run against. To my knowl-
edge the statute of limitations never runs against an act of
Congress, and I wonder whether by this act the committee
have recomnmended to Congress that certain acts be repealed?
And I want to suggest to the gentleman from North Carolina
that I am a little concerned about what check has been made
by the congressional committee to see that this is an embodi-
ment of all existing tax laws.

Mr, DOUGHTON. If the gentleman will permit, the mem-
bers of the committee, of course, could not make the check
with the thoroughness that the staff could make it; but the
committee has agreed that it is willing to be governed by and
responsible for the work of the staff of the joint committee,
A similar code was completed during the last session of Con-
gress. In order, however, that there might be no risk or
doubt, we agreed to let it go over and let the Treasury Depart-

ment check against the work of the staff. We have done |

everything possible to safeguard the integrity of the tax laws.

Mr, WOLCOTT. I may say to the gentleman from North
Carolina that I have been the ranking minority member of
the committee which presumably has jurisdiction over the
revision of the laws and the codification of the laws. This
committee presumably has a staff to do just this thing. We
have found that it is of much greater help to the courts and
to attorneys practicing before those courts to authoribe a House
or a Senate document with changes in existing laws in the
codifications set up in block-letter type and in italics. This
is the first time I have ever had my attention called to the
reenactment of all existing tax laws.

I do not think we should be in too much of a hurry about
this. This is one of the most important subjects with
which businessmen, bankers, and professional men, have to
deal. I think we should proceed very cautiously. Although
I am usually willing to take the word of the gentleman from
North Carolina, because I know that he is very conscientious
about this—and the same applies to other members of the
Ways and Means Committee—I do not think this bill should
be passed under unanimous consent. Apparently copies of
this bill are not available, at least we did not know that the
bill was going to be called up today. I think the Members
should have an opportunity at least to look this over, and in
the quiet and privacy of their offices to make sure that no
provisions of law in which they might be peculiarly inter-
ested are omitted from the codification. I am inclined,
therefore, to object to the request, not because I do not have
confidence in the committee to do this but because I think
that the bill is of the utmost importance to the Nation and
should not be passed under a unanimous-consent request.

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. WOLCOTT. I yield. -

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio.” My use of the words “statute of
limitations” was rather unfortunate. I meant by that the
expiration of statutes which by their own language had a
limited time of application. I meant it only by way of
illustration.

As I understand it, there has been no change of any kind
in any law at all. If a law was found in connection with tax
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matters which law in its own language indicated that it
terminated at a certain date, then that law has been repealed,
it has not been brought into this codification.

Mr. WOLCOTT, Mr. Speaker, I am inclined to think that
there is a possibility that the Treasury Department and the
Department of Justice in their zeal to make a workable law
have perhaps eliminated from this codification certain so-
called unworkable provisions which have been a constant
embarrassment to the Justice Department and the Treasury
Department. I want to satisfy this House, and I think the
gentleman from North Carolina wants to satisfy this House,
that this is not done under the classification of “dead wood.”

Mr. DOUGHTON. There is not here involved any question
of the zeal of the Treasury Department or the Department
of Justice. The lead has been taken by the Joint Committee
on Internal Revenue Taxation. The Treasury Department
and the Department of Justice have at the instance and
request of the Joint Committee on Internal Revenue Taxa-
tion cooperated with this committee. They have not taken
the lead, they have not pushed it, they are not insisting on
it now, they have not urged it upon us.

Mr. WOLCOTT. I want to make my position clear. I am
not against the bill, because I do not know what is in it. I
think the attitude of the majority of the Members of Con-
gress is that they do not know whether they are for it or
against it because they do not know what is in it. Here we
are dealing with a very basic law upon which this Govern-
ment operates and under which it collects from $6,000,000,000
to $10,000,000,000 of revenue. I submit such a bill should not
pass by unanimous consent.

I do not think I can conscientiously let this bill go through
by unanimous consent without giving it more consideration,
and for this reason, Mr. Speaker, I object.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
revise and extend my own remarks in the REcorb.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hoess]?

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, reserving
the right to object, I hope the gentleman will withhold this
request for a minute, because one of our Members on this
side did not have the opportunity to extend his own remarks
and until his request is granted I must object to other Mem-
bers getting similar permission.
m‘imhe SPEAKER. Will the gentleman submit his request

?

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to extend my own remarks in the Recorp and
to include the remarks of the gentleman from New York [Mr.
BarTon], as published in Colliers.

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to understand the
request. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
MarTiN] ask unanimous consent that the remarks of the
gentleman from New York [Mr. BarTon] be extended to
include an article contained in a magazine?

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I ask unanimous consent
to extend my own remarks and to include a statement of the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Barton], as published in
Colliers.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MarTIn]?

Mr. BULWINELE. Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to
object, may I ask the gentleman from Massachusetts if he
has received permission of the copyright owner to insert
these remarks?

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I have not received any-
body’s permission.

Mr. BULWINEKLE, It is a copyrighted article.

Mr, MARTIN of Massachusetts. I will take a chance that
the gentleman from New York [Mr. BarTon] will not object.

Mr, THOMAS F. FORD. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr, MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, then I ob-
ject to the request of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr.
Hogssl.
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PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that on
Wednesday next, after the disposition of matters on the
Speaker’s table and at the conclusion of the regular orders
in order for that day, I may be permitted to address the
House for 20 minutes.

The SPEAXER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Washington?

There was no cbjection.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that on Wednesday next the gentleman from
Connecticut [Mr. MiLrLEr] may be permitted to address the
House for 15 minutes at the conclusion of the special orders
heretofore entered.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mrs. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, at the conclusion of the
special orders for today I ask unanimous consent to address
the House for 20 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentlewoman from New Jersey [Mrs, NorTon]?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. Under a special order of the House here-
tofore entered, the gentleman from Montana [Mr. THORKEL-
soN] is recognized for 30 minutes.

THE GOLD RESERVE ACT

Mr. THORKELSON. Mr. Speaker, before I begin my sub-
ject I should like to make a few remarks with reference to the
message I heard a while ago that came from the White House,
I refer not so much to the message but to the specter behind
the message. I see the shadow standing behind us guiding
the destinies of our people. This appeal to people who lack
the necessities of life and those who lack medical care is a bid
for public sympathy. What for? To destroy our business
structure which has made the country great and prosperous.

It is an appeal to force- this Congress, through the
power to public sympathy, to consent to the destruction of
our business structure. I refer particularly to the medi-
cal profession itself. I have practiced medicine for a long
time and 60 percent of my work and the work of other medical
men has been done for nothing. I want the people to know
that, and I want the people also to know that the medical
profession is one that devotes its entire career to the allevia-
tion of human suffering and to helping people. For such work
they have not asked any Federal aid.

The Federal Government, in order to gain strength itself
by such public appeals to the people, to the masses, makes
the statement it is going to give the people something for
nothing. It uses that as a club for power to destroy the
medical profession, as it has done other businesses, such as
the public utilities and many other business structures in this
country.

Mr. Speaker, I want the Members of this Congress to know
that no one occupies a more enviable position than the Presi-
dent himself. He cannot lose, because he appeals to the
masses in order to get their support. He asks their support to
give him power, and after he gets their support, if anything
goes wrong, he is not to blame; he washes his hands of the
whole thing, because it was the will of the masses or a man-
date from the people. If, however, he is successful, he receives
all the credit, and again he wins. So it is heads I win, tails
you lose. And Congress sits here and takes it all while he
wins. You ought to have a goat up there to look at every day.
That is symbolical of your position. Sometimes it is too
much for me.

This is the twelfth legislative day, and Mr. Speaker, I
appreciate the courtesy of all Members in this House.

As a new man in the greatest legislative body in the
world, and I may say the most prolific legislative body in the
world, I, of course, need advice.

My work has been confined to making a living in business.
I have been captain and owner of ocean-going ships, doctor
of medicine and a surgeon, pilot of aircraft, and a business-
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man. I am not familiar with legislation as such, but I am
familiar with constitutional law, and the rights of the people.
Mr. Speaker, I realize, as one of the people, that if this body
remove the people’s rights one by one by law, when the last
is removed, the people become slaves to legal despotism, and
8 legal despotism deprives the people of their rights just as
successfully as the popular despotisms of today. You get a
despotism by legislating yourself out of your rights, and that
is what we are doing in this body.

Mr., Speaker, in a republican form of government such as
ours, the Government should confine itself within the powers
delegated to it by the people, as set forth in the Constitution
of the United States. Such powers are purely administrative,
regulatory, and protective.

All rights to conduct business are reserved by the people
to themselves, and the people are those engaged in industry,
commerce, business, labor, agriculture, and all earning en-
terprises. To expect that is only just and right, for this
group has paid the total Government and our Nation’s ex-
penditures from its earliest beginning to date.

In other words, the Government does not earn money. It
spends the money earned by the people who support it. The
people have uncomplainingly fought many wars and at-
tempted invasions, but are in despair when they must pro-
tect themselves against invasion by the government of their
own creation. It is hard enough to fight attempted destruc-
tion from without, but hope is lost when the attack is
launched from within, and by the very government in which
the people place their hope and trust.

Being interested in recovery, I am not different from
others, although my opinions may differ in the procedure for
its return.

I take the view that currency is the blood which circulates
in the arteries of business, and gold is the heart. The flow
of currency when interrupted may cause temporary illness
to business, from which it may recover, but the removal of
gold-secured currency strikes a blow at the very heart of the
business structure from which it will not recover until stand-
ardized gold currency is restored.

The majority of the Seventy-third Congress that voted for
the Gold Reserve Act drove a dagrer in the heart of busi-
ness, and the Seventy-sixth Congress should remove it so as
to aid recovery in our business structure.

I shall now quote verbatim four sections of the Gold Re-
serve Act, in which I will attempt to show that the act is
unconstitutional; that it is destructive to industry, com-
merce, business, labor, agriculture, and all earning groups;
and that it destroys public confidence in the Government and
undermines the fundamental principles in which we believe,

I quote House Resolution 1491, title 1, section 2 (b):

During time of war, or during any other period of national emer-
gency declared by the President, the President may, through any
agency that he may designate, or otherwise, investigate, regulate,
or prohiblt, under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe,
by means of licenses or otherwise, any transactions in forelgn ex-
change, transfers of credit between or payments by banking in-
stitutions as defined by the President, and export, hoarding, melt-
ing, or earmarking of gold or silver coin or bullion or currency,
by any person within the United States or any place subject to the
jurisdiction thereof; and the President may require any person
engaged in any transaction referred to in this subdivision to fur-
nish, under oath, complete information relative thereto, including
the production of any books of account, contracts, letters, or other
papers in connection therewith in the custody or control of such
person, either before or after such transaction is completed. Who-~
ever willfully violates any of the provisions of this subdivision or
of any license, order, rule, or regulation issued thereunder shall
upon conviction be fined not more than £10,000 or, if a natural
person, may be imprisoned for not more than 10 years, or both;
and any officer, director, or agent of any corporation who know-
ingly participates in such viclation may be punished by a like fine,
imprisonment, or both. As used in this subdivision, the term
“person” means an individual, partnership, association, or cor-
poration. }

Mr. WHITE of Idaho.
yield?

Mr. THORKELSON. I yield to the gentleman from
Idaho.

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Has not the effect of the legisla-
tion the gentleman has just cited been to effectually de-

Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
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monetize gold? Has not gold been as effectually demone-
tized as silver in our monetary system?

Mr. THORKELSON. I shall come to that point shortly.
That is all explained in the statement I shall make,

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. That is a fact, is it not?

Mr. THORKELSON, Yes; that is absolutely a fact.
~ This paragraph, which is part of the Gold Reserve Act,
was passed by the majority of the Seventy-third Congress
and bestows nearly absolute power on the President over
public liberties. It opens the gate to persecution; it lifts
the curtain of inquisition, and, as I view the dim past,
I shudder. :

The words “during time of war” are used as a smoke
screen for a favorable reception of the real intent of the
act, which is for the President to have power “to declare
an emergency,” We have had an emergency for 6 years
for the money changers in the temple, and this noble genfry
directly or indirectly control over thirteen and a half bil-
lions of gold and gold certificates.

Our great mass of workers have labored for the money
changers too long. I am now tired of it, and I believe it is
time for Congress to declare an emergency for our own
people, so that they may benefit in being secured by the
wealth they have earned and which rightfully belongs to
them.

Six years of emergency without a war is open to suspi-
cion, and my suspicion is that something is wrong.

In this act the President may declare an emergency when
he pleases. After such declaration he may investigate, prose-
cute, and persecute anyone to his heart’s content, and end
up by fining him $10,000 and sentencing him to 10 years in
prison. For what? For having in his possession gold or
silver, a property which belongs to the people by right and
is so declared in the Constitution of the United States.
Gold is property no different from any other property, and
as such it belongs to the people, the creators of such
wealth.

This absolute power is not left entirely to the President,
because the Secretary of the Treasury, if you please, be-
comes an inquisitor also. I quote section 3 (n):

Whenever in the judgment of the Secretary of the Treasury
such action is necessary to protect the currency system of the
United States, the Secretary of the Treasury, in his discretion,
may require any or all individuals, partnerships, associations, and
corporations to pay and deliver to the Treasurer of the United
States any or all gold coin, gold bullion, and gold certificates
owned by such individuals, partnerships, associations, and cor-
porations. Upon receipt of such gold coin, gold bullion, or gold
certificates, the Secretary of the Treasury shall pay therefor an
equivalent amount of any other form of coin or currency coined
or issued under the laws of the United States.

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. THORKELSON. I yield to the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts.

Mr. GIFFORD. May I inject there the statement that
under the New Deal and the progressiveness of the dollar,
formerly if you had a bottle of whisky worth $5 you were
arrested for carrying the whisky but you would not be ar-
rested for carrying gold, whereas today you are arrested if
you carry gold but you can carry the whisky. This is the
new method of property confiscation.

Mr., THORKELSON. The gentleman is correct.

The of the Treasury shall pay all costs of the trans-
portation of such gold bullion, gold certificates, coin, or currency,
including the cost of insurance, protection, and such other inci-
dental costs as may be reasonably necessary.

This simply means that for gold and valuable currency
they hand you phoney money, but they pay transportation
and they insure it so they will not lose it. They are liberal
to themselves.

Any individual, partnership, association, or corporation failing
to comply with any requirement of the of the Treasury
made under this subsection shall be subject to a penalty equal to
twice the value of the gold or gold certificates in respect of which
such failure occurred, and such penalty may be collected by the
Becretary of the Treasury by suit or otherwise.

I quote again:

Whenever in the judgment of the Secretary of the Treasury
action is necessary to protect the currency system, * * =
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It is astonishing that such rot, deception, and senseless
words were allowed to be written into this act, and for no
other reason than to betray our people. The sole purpose is
for our people to trade good money for inflated or valueless
currency; a most damnable fraud to be perpetrated on an
unsuspecting and trusting Nation. May God open their eyes
before it is too late.

In this paragraph Congress abdicated and delegated con-
gressional power and prerogatives to the royal family. The
majority of the Seventy-third Congress crowned a king, and
the Supreme Court of the United States blessed the cere-
mony. I want Congress to understand what has been done
to the great mass of American people—our people.

No doubt other emergency legislation will come up in this
Congress, and it is my desire to warn my colleagues that the
first duty of Congress is to determine absolutely and con=-
clusively that all measures presented come well within the
legislative power delegated to Congress by the people in the
Constitution and are not dictated by personal opinions of
Members of Congress or of any employee of the Government.
I want you to bear that in mind. That is something this
Congress has not adhered to in the history of any session.
It is no use for us to blame it on anyone and say the Presi-
dent is guilty or someone else is guilty. Congress is respon-
sible to the people, because all legislative power is vested in
Congress. We must know that legislation is constitutional
before it is passed up to the Supreme Court. The Supreme
Court should pass only on the mistakes of Congress, and we
must know ourselves that legislation comes well within the
Constitution of the United States.

Section 4 states:

In order to provide for the safer and more effective operation
of the natlonal banking system and the Federal Reserve System,
to preserve for the pecple the full benefits of the currency provided
for by the Congress through the national banking system and the
Federal Reserve System, and to relieve interstate commerce of the
burdens and obstructions resulting from the receipt on an un-
sound or unsafe basis of deposits subject to withdrawal by check,
during such emergency period as the President of the United States
by proclamation may prescribe, no member bank of the Federal
Reserve Systemy shall transact any b business except to such
extent and subject to such regulations, limitations, and restric-
tions as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, with
the approval of the President. Any individual, partnership, cor-
poration, or association, or any director, officer, or employee thereof,
violating any of the provisions of this section shall be deemed
guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be
fined not more than $10,000, or, if & natural person, may, in addi-
tion to such fine, be imprisoned for a term not exceeding 10 years.

Each day that any such violation continues shall be deemed &
separate offense,

It is my desire to call the attention of my colleagues to the
words in the section, “provided for by Congress,” which in a
subtle manner intimate that the President and the Secretary
of the Treasury accepted the administration of this power
because Congress requested them to do so; and Congress is
betrayed by its master, or shall I say masters?

Ptgsblic Resolution No. 10—House Joint Resolution No. 192—
states:

Whereas the holding of or dealing in gold affect the public inter-
est, and are therefore subject to proper regulation and restriction;
and

Whereas the existing emergency has disclosed that provisions of
obligations which purport to give the obligee a right to require
payment in gold or a particular kind of coin or currency of the
United States, or in an amount of money of the United States
measured thereby, obstruct the power of the Congress to regulate
the value of the money of the United Btates, and are inconsistent
with the declared policy of the Congress to maintain at all times
the equal power of every dollar, coined or issued by the United
States, in the markets and in the payment of debts.

The premise set forth in this first paragraph that—

* & * the holding of or dealing in gold affect the public inter-
est, and therefore subject to proper regulation * * *

is correct, but “restriction” is the stranglehold of the despot.
To say that the right to receive payment in gold, gold coin,
or gold secured currency would obstruct the power of Con-
gress to regulate the value of money is an unmitigated false-
hood, because the contrary is true. Gold is the only metal
that lends itself to regulation, because it can be assayed, it
can be weighed, and it has a standard international value.
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To say that the use of gold money or gold-secured currency
is “inconsistent with the declared policy of Congress to main-
tain at all times the equal power of every dollar” is to my
mind a most extraordinary reasoning. For Congress to main-
tain that it can at all times control the purchasing power of
every dollar is, to say the least, an unwarrantable assumption.
No person or nation can control the purchasing power of
money, for it is dependent upon constant fluctuation of prices,
and for Congress to presume that it can regulate and control
the equal purchasing power of every dollar in all the markets
of the world makes Congress an international laughingstock.

I now quote the conclusion of the resolution:

Resolved, etc., That (a) every provision contained in or made
with respect to any obligation which purports to give the obligee
a right to require payment in gold or a particular kind of coin or
currency, or in an amount in money of the United States meas-
ured thereby, is declared to be against public policy; and no such
provision shall be contained in or made with respect to any
obligation hereafter incurred. Every obligation heretofore or here-
after incurred, whether or not any such provision is contained
therein or made with respect thereto, shall be discharged upon pay-
ment, dollar for dollar, in any coin or currency which at the time of
payment is legal tender for public or private debts. Any such pro-
vision contained in any law authorizing obligations to be issued by
or under authority of the United States is hereby repealed, but the
repeal of any such provision shall not invalidate any other provision
or authority contained in such law.

The assumption of the Senate and the House of Representa-
tives that “obligations” which require “payment in gold” or
“in money measured thereby” is against public policy, is open
to the most severe criticism, and, in my opinion, places the
Congress of the United States in a very embarrassing position
with its own people. Congress will realize this when our
workingmen and small-business people become aware of the
fact that foreign governments and foreign investments are
payable in gold, both as to interest and principal, while we,
the people of the United States, who have worked and earned
this wealth, are denied ownership or security by the property
we have accumulated. I am surprised that the majority in
the Seventy-third Congress was so lax in the protection of
their own and their people’s rights.

[Here the gavel fell.]

Mr, WHITE of Idaho. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that the gentleman may proceed for 10 additional
minutes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr, Sirovice). The gentle-
woman from New Jersey [Mrs. NorTon] has been granted
permission to address the House for 20 minutes immediately
following the remarks of the gentleman from Montana.
Has the gentlewoman from New Jersey any objection to the
request of the gentleman from Idaho?

Mrs. NORTON. I have no objection, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Idaho?

There was no objection.

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. THORKELSON. I yield to the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts.

Mr. GIFFORD. The remarks of the gentleman have been
extraordinarily interesting. I have placed remarks in the
Recorp along the same line. May I ask the gentleman if
he understands that, although any kind of money, of no
matter what substance, that has the stamp of the Govern-
ment on it shall be received as legal tender, some $8,000,000,-
000 worth of gold certificates have actually been issued to
the Federal Reserve? What are these gold certificates worth,
in the gentleman’s estimation? Why were these gold cer-
tificates given to the Federal Reserve, although the private
individual is deprived of them?

Mr. THORKELSON. Gold certificates held by interests
outside the Treasury and by the governors of the Federal
Reserve banks amount to approximately $11,500,000,000.
They are a lien against the gold and are used in interna-
tional transactions. The money used in international trans-
actions is based upon a dollar with a gold content of 15.521
grains, but we are not permitted to use such a dollar in the
United States. Owur dollar is not secured by gold or silver.

-
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The money held by the governors of the Federal Reserve
banks and other interests is held by the money ring or by the
money changers in the temple, that the President said he
drove out.

Mr. GIFFORD. If and when that gold is released by the
Treasury, is the Feederal Reserve going to get it all?

Mr. THOREELSON. The gold reserve in the Treasury
should balance the money in circulation, as was done in
1921,

In 1921 we had an inflation of nearly 36 percent, and a
dollar at that time was worth 64 cents in purchasing power;
and Governor Strong, of the Federal Reserve Bank, when
he took charge, withdrew $100,000,000 per month until he
had withdrawn $1,800,000,000 from circulation and the gold
in circulation at that time was about $4,393,000,000 and the
money in circulation balanced the gold in the Treasury and
so established a balance between the gold in the Treasury
and the money in circulation. After he did that, the dollar
was worth 100 cents in gold and 100 cents in purchasing
value or power. We had then, as we have always had, a
stabilized and secured dollar, a sound dollar, based upon gold,
and recognized by international standards as such.

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. THORKELSON. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Returning to the question of the
gentleman from Massachusetts, is it not a fact that the gold
certificates held by the Federal Reserve Board are simply a
coverage for the lendings of the Federal Reserve banks of
currency at interest, a coverage of 40 percent?

Mr. THORKELSON. The gold certificates held by the
Federal Reserve banks, of course, are held by them as a lien
against the gold. They own the gold that is in the Treasury
of the United States, or that gold is owned by the interna-
tional money ring and the people who live over in Europe
and other places because those people hold the gold certifi-
cates, or they hold United States securities. We must bear
in mind that every government outside of the United States
holding United States securities—it does not matter what
sort of securities they are—or even if such government ac-
quire money we are using here today, such money when it
goes outside the boundaries of the United States becomes a
gold dollar, if you please, and its value is 15.521 grains of gold
nine-tenths fine according to our valuation. It does not mat-
ter what kind of money it may be if it is in the hands of for-
eign governments, but we are denied that right, and that is
what I object to.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. THORKELSON. I would like to finish this statement,
if I may.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Is the gentleman in accord with the
recommendations made to the public today by the American
Mining Congress with reference to our gold policy to be fol-
lowed in the future as against what the gentleman is protest-
ing against now?

Mr. THORKELSON. The American Mining Congress does
not bring it out clearly. I am in accord with some of its
viewpoints. In the first place, we see in the papers that the
United States buys gold or that the Treasury Department
buys so much gold, but we do not buy gold. Gold buys our
securities and the reason gold buys our securities is because
foreigners in buying our securities receive a gold-bearing
interest on such securities and that interest is denied to the
American people. So naturally investing in American bonds
becomes a very valuable investment to people who live with-
out the United States, but we are denied the right to share
in such interest or profit from our investment. We get
rubber money, watered money, and if any private corpora-
tion in the United States did the same thing that the Gov-
ernment has done to the American people today, the Gov-
ernment itself would put them in the penitentiary for the
rest of their lives. They are supercriminals, if you please.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Then the gentleman disagrees with
the American Mining Congress when it recommends a con-
tinuation of the purchase of this gold at $35 an ounce?
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Mr, THORKELSON. Well, it does not matter, because
when the gold was reduced from 25.8, or 40 percent, to 15.21
grains of gold, the money was cheapened in that proportion
so that it became $35 per ounce.

Mr, CRAWFORD. I understand that; but we are issuing
tax-exempt, interest-bearing bonds to someone in payment
of this gold. Does the gentleman think we should continue
that even if it is reduced to 15.21?

Mr. THORKELSON. No.

I venture to say that when the American people realize the
true state of affairs, many of those who were responsible for
the passage of the Gold Reserve Act and other unsound
legislation, will not be returned to Congress.

The people should, and I believe they will, insist that
Congress repeal this act, when they realize that wages,
salaries, and all earnings will, until it is repealed, be paid in
inflated currency; and that insurance and other investments
are not secured by gold as they were before 1933, but are
instead payable only in the same infilated currency.

“Congress has the right to coin money, regulate the value
thereof and of foreign coin, and fix the standards of weights
and measures.” The power to coin money is not questioned.
To regulate the value means exactly that and nothing else.
Gold is an international standardized metal with a fixed
value, and therefore is the security upon which all money
and currency is based. The grain content in each piece of
money regulates the value of each coin, and the number of
grains regulates the value to each other and to that of for-
eign coin. Gold, of course, is used because it is permanent
metal. It can be melted, refined, and weighed; and each
grain represents a fixed value, which regulates the value of
all money. When gold is removed as the standard security
for money, nothing is left but inflated, valueless currency;
and that is what we are using today.

Quoting from the CoNGressioNaL REecorp of March 25,
19317, page 3524:

Our domestic dollars are neither based upon nor redeemable in
gold; hence the value of such dollars has little, if any, relation to
the value of the foreign dollar, * * * Today we are on neither
a gold nor a silver standard. As stated, the dollar is a managed
money unit. We now have a commodity dollar. The value of the
gguarmtermsofcummodiueammchangunomdayw

Y.

This is the opinion of a great Democratic Senator, and it
also sets forth the administration’s policy. The administra-
tion is attempting to establish a dollar based, not upon gold
for stability, but upon the ahility of a committee to regulate
and control prices of all commodities; and I might say here,
the most impossible and unsound plan that anyone could
conceive, and absolutely beyond the power of anyone to
fulfill.

In order that you may have a clearer understanding of
such policy, I quote ConNGrESsIONAL RECORD, March 25, 1937,
page 3525:

The administration has the definite objective of raising com-
modity prices to such an extent that those who have borrowed
money will, on the average, be able to repay that money in the
same kind of dollar which they borrowed.

Let me be frank in saying that the United States seeks the kind
of dollar which a generation hence will have the same purchasing
and debt-paying power as the dollar value we hope to attain in
the near future.

The revaluation of the dollar in terms of American commodi-
tles is an end from which the Government and the people of the
United States cannot be diverted. We wish to make this per-
fectly clear: We are interested in American commodity prices.

When we have restored the price level we shall seek to estab-
lish and maintain a dollar which will not change its purchasing
and debt-paying power during the succeeding generation. I said
that in my message to the American delegation in London last
July. And I say it now once more.

This is the outline of the administration’s monetary policy
stated by the President himself, and it is to establish the
purchasing power but not the value of currency. This was
true in Germany, and no doubt some of you recollect seeing
postage stamps for 50,000,000 marks.

I shall now quote from the argument by the Attorney Gen-
eral of the United States before the Supreme Court, when he
assisted in giving the Nation’s gold to the money changers
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in the temple and deprived our own people of the right to
own and share in the property which was rightfully theirs,
and as is set forth in the Constitution of the United States:

It is my belief that the word “regulate” as used in the Constitu-
tion has never been completely and carefully analyzed in all of its
implications. * * * And, moreover, the word “regulate” implies
& continuing power, and is the same term that is used with refer-
ence to commerce and connotes the power of adjustment. It im-
plies the power of m the condition accord more fully with
reaéi:r}tgas;nd with justice. (CoNcressioNAL Recorp, March 25, 1937,
P. A

The Attorney General has certainly leaned backward in
his interpretation of the word “regulate,” and he evidently
forgot that the word referred to money and not to the regula-
tion of abstract value. He is also right when he says “ ‘regu-
late’ implies a continued power,” but it is not as used in rela-
tion to commerce, and it is not in accord with justice. It isa
question of the value of gold and the regulation of it. The
reason the word “fix” is used in relation to weights and
measures is because weights and measures cannot be melted,
assayed, valued, or regulated at so much per grain, but are
instead the standards of just what the Constitution implies—
“weights and measures.”

In justice to the Attorney General as to his uncertainty of
the constitutionality of this act, I quote from his own words:

I do not assume to suggest what the future may develop with
regard to this aspect of the constitutional question. I do not know,
These things will follow in due course.

So, according to Attorney General Cummings himself, the
constitutionality of the act hangs in the air, like many other
experiments of the New Deal. The greatest power of all is
the control of money, and it was recognized as such by Alex-
ander Hamilton. In credit to him, it must be said that he was
willing for the American people at least to own gold and to be
secured by gold and gold securities. As a Republican, no one
can fail to give him credit for this democratic principle. The
New Deal managers have, however, outdone Alexander Hamil-
ton by depriving the people of their right to own and be
secured by gold, and have established imperialistic control
over money instead of the Hamiltonian democratic common
ownership thereof. [Applause.]

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. LELAND M. FORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that following the remarks of the gentlewoman from
New Jersey [Mrs. NorToNn], I may be permitted to address
the House for 35 minutes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Sigovice). Is there ob-
jection to the request of the gentleman from California?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the previous order of
the House, the gentlewoman from New Jersey [Mrs. NorToN]
is recognized for 20 minutes.

THE CASE OF HARRY BRIDGES

Mrs. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present to the
House the facts concerning charges that have been discussed
in the press and elsewhere with regard to the action of the
Secretary of Labor in the Bridges case. Because I have
been frequently asked by many Members of the House and
others for information as to the attitude of the Secretary
of Labor, in justice to her and because I wish to satisfy
myself and those Members who believe in fair play, I decided
to ask the Secretary to supply me with the facts in the case
so that we may be able to judge the case on its merits
stripped of all emotional appeal. To that end I shall read
to you my letter to the Secretary and her reply to me:

JANUARY 18, 1939,
The SECRETARY OF LABOR,
Department of Labor, Washington, D. C.

Dear Miss PeErINs: As a result of the recent charges made by
the Dies committee with respect to the administration of the
immigration laws, and particularly with reference to the case of
Harry Bridges, many Members of the House have asked me, in my
capacity as chalrman of the Labor Committee, if there is any basis
for these charges.

As you know, communism, fascism, and nazi-ism are extremely
repugnant to me personally and to the political ideals for which
I have stood in my public life. I am, therefore, deeply concerned
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that charges should be brought that the Department of which you
are the head is lax in deporting aliens who carry on propaganda
hostile to our democratic institutions.

Since I am regretfully aware that you have had no opportunity
to present your own report of the official history of the Bridges case
to Congress, I should appreciate a statement from you as to the
facts in this case and the application of the law to them.

Bincerely yours,
Mrs. Mary T. NORTON.

The reply of the Secretary I received this morning and
reads as follows:
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR,
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
Washington, January 21, 1939,
Hon. Mary T. NoRrTON,
Chairman, Committee on Labor,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

Dear Mgs, NorTon: I am grateful to you for your letter of Janu-
ary 18 drawing my attention to the comments of Congressman DIes’
committee on the Bridges case, as I have always welcomed any
opportunity given me to give an account of my administration of
the immigration laws or any other statutes, the administration of
which has been given by Congress to the Secretary of Labor. I
assure you that communism or any other system of political
thought which has as its object the destruction of our historic
Uberties and the form of government of a constitutional democracy
is as objectionable to me as it is to you.

I, of course, cannot agree to any charges that I have been guilty
of neglect of duty in enforcing any statute of the United States.
It must be remembered, however, that the Secretary of Labor has
been given no roving commission by Congress to deport all aliens
whose activities happen to be unpopular with many people. The
function of the Department in enforcing the immigration statutes
is a quasi-judicial process of administrative law based on specific
requirements placed in the law by Congress. It is of importance,
therefore, that in carrying out this process the Department should
proceed with absolute adherence to the Constitution and with
punctilious regard to the rights of individuals and for those safe-
guards of procedure established by the courts under the due-process
clause and embodied in the regulations.

According to the records of the Immigration and Naturalization
Service, Bridges was legally admitted to this country in 1920. It
was not until the longshoremen’s strike in 1934 that any complaint
was made as to his status in the United States. During the strike
the Department received letters calling attention to the fact that
Bridges was an alien and asking that he be deported.

The various immigration acts do not forbid an alien to organize
workers, lead strikes, induce fellow stevedores not to unload ships,
or engage in other trade-union activities. Nor can such actions be
regarded as attempts to overthrow the Government., Consequently,
none of these letters contained anything relevant to the immigra-
tion laws except an occasional one which alleged that Bridges was
8 Communist, These charges were carefully investigated at that
time, and in 1935 the San Francisco office of the Service reported
that there was no evidence to show that Bridges was connected
with the Communist Party or with any other radical organization,
and that an investigation by the criminal-prevention detail of the
Ban Francisco police force had reach the same result.

It was not until the fall of 1937, when the Seattle office submitted
some affidavits signed by persons who alleged that they had seen
Bridges participating in Communist Party activities, that any con-
crete charges were filed in this Department. An investigation was
then undertaken which resulted in more affidavits being filed and
& warrant was issued and the case set down for hearing in San
Francisco in accordance with the regulations of the Immigration
Service, which provides the alien with an opportunity to be heard
and to be represented by counsel before any deportation order is
issued, in accordance with the standards of due process prescribed
by the courts.

A few days before the hearing date the circuit court of appeals
for the fifth circuit, in reversing a deportation order against one
Joseph Strecker, an acknowledged member of the Communist Party,
held that membership in the Communist Party was not a ground
for deportation. Since this was the only charge contained in the
Bridges warrant which had support in the afiidavits, I was told by
the Solicitor of this Department that unless this decislon was re-
versed by the Supreme Court that the charges brought against
Bridges, even if proved, had no legal significance whatsoever. The
officials of the Department of Justice concurred in this view, and on
advice of the Solicitor and the Commissioner of Immigration and
Naturalization I postponed pending hearings in all alleged alien
Communist cases until the conflict of decisions in the circuit courts
ncgglt[ng from the Strecker opinion was cleared up by the Supreme

rt.

This action was in accord with the usual Government legal prac-
tice of avoiding unnecessary expense and multiple litigation in the
lower courts when a test case is pending in the higher courts. The
warrants in cases In this category have not been canceled and
further action has been deferred only until the decision of the
United States Supreme Court is handed down.

There is no specific reference in the immigration laws to Com-
munists or the Communist Party. The Immigration Act of 1918,
as amended by the act of 1920 (41 Stat. 1008, U. 8. Code, title 8,
sec. 137), upon which the warrant in the Bridges case was predi-
cated provides for the deportation of aliens “who are members of,
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or afliliated with any organization * * * that believes in, ad-
vises, advocates, or teaches the overthrow by force and violence
of the Government of the United States.” In cases where Com-
munist Party members have been deported, it has been the ad-
ministrative practice of the Immigration Service to show the
Communist Party was an organization thus described by intro-
ducing Communist literature indicating the political doctrines of
the party. This was the procedure in the Strecker proceedings,
which began in 1933, long before any complaints about Bridges
had ever been received. The Solicitor has advised me that the
documentary evidence offered on this point in the Strecker case
was substantially as strong as the documentary evidence upon
which the Government had relied in other cases for the past 15
years.

The Dies commitfee report has contended that the record in
this case was defective in the matter of proof with respect to the
nature of the Communist Party. It is not necessary to debate
this point, however, since the Supreme Court has apparently
taken another view. Under the jurisdictional rules of the Su-
preme Court, the Government in its petition for certiorari had
to show that the Strecker decision of the Circuit Court of Ap-
peals for the Fifth Circuit had created a genuine conflict of deci-
sions among the circuit courts of appeal. The respondent, in
opposing this petition, argued that the case was distinguishable
from decisions in other circuits because of a significant difference
in the evidence presented. Consequently, the Supreme Court's
action in granting the writ of certiorari indicated that the Court
was of the opinion that the decision in the fifth circuit repre-
sented a different construction of the law and that the Strecker
case was not distinguishable from other Communist Party cases.
This case will be argued next month when the Government will
ask that the decision of the Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals be
reversed. It is hoped the decision of the highest court will clarify
the law so that the Labor Department can feel sure of its legal
ground in dealing with cases under the 1918 act.

That the 1918 act as amended is susceptible of varying interpre-
tations is borne out by a report submitted to the House of Rep-
resentatives a few years ago by the Committee on Immigration
when Congressman Dies was acting chairman. In this report it
was stated that under the present immigration laws “alien Com-
munists are not excludable or deportable as such.” (See Report
No. 153, House Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, to
accompany H. R. 12044, 72d Cong. 1st sess., dated May 17, 1932.)
Inasmuch as Congress took no action upon the bill reported by
i:he go;pmittee at that time, the law today is the same as it was
n 1932,

The report of the Dies investigating committee has censured the
Department for postponing the Bridges hearing until the Strecker
case was decided on the ground that the latter case does not have
any important bearing on the Bridges proceedings. As a matter of
fact, the only difference between the two is that Strecker has ad-
mitted his membership in the Communist Party, whereas Bridges
under oath has denied that he was ever a member of that party.

Yet this report makes the contention that there were other
grounds for deportation in the Bridges case, namely, “that he him-
self advocated the overthrow of the Government by force and vio-
lence and that he had likewise advocated sabotage.” The report
does not cite any evidence to support this; and, as a matter of fact,
there is no such evidence.

It is possible that the committee had in mind the same ex-
tracts from two or three afiidavits which Congressman Dies drew
to my attention in an open letter given to the press on August 30,
1938. These consisted of certain uncorroborated remarks attributed
to Bridges in private conversation by two or three of these affiants.
These quotations consisted of a derogatory statement with respect
to battleships, contemptuous remarks with regard to the President,
threatening and intemperate remarks with respect to members of
rival union factions. All of them fell far short of amounting to
advocacy of the overthrow of the United States Government by
force and violence.

After this presentation of its version of the PBridges case, the
Dies committee went on to say that it believed there were scores
of Fascist, Nazi, and Communist aliens “who could be and should
be deported if the Labor Department would proceed against them
in accordance with the laws of the land.” It makes the broad
charge that “the laxity with which the Department of Labor deals
with allen agitators would be unbelievable if we did not have before
us the most convineing proof. * * * It is further believed that
the failure of the Labor Department to carry out the laws with
respect to deportation is a contributing factor to the widespread
activities and propaganda carried on by un-American elements in
the United States.”

Only one other case is cited in support of this thesis. This in-
volved an alien named Joseph Kolwaski, who was once deported to
Russia because of his communistic activities and later returned to
the United States. The charge is made “that he is deportable under
the statute, but that the Labor Department has failed to deport
him.” It is a well-known fact that deportation can never be
effectuated in any case unless the country of the alien's nationality
issues him a passport. Thus far, both the Soviet and the Polish
Governments have refused passports to this alien.

Not a single instance is cited of the committee having discovered
that any Nazi or Fascist alien is remaining in this country in viola-
tion of the immigration laws, although the committee makes the
claim that it had before it “the most convincing proof.” In other
words, the Department of Labor is condemned for serious failure
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to carry out the immigration laws with respect to aliens carrying
on un-American propaganda on the strength of two cases, in one
of which the Department had pressed to the fullest extent of its
legal authority, and the ofher of which action had been merely
postponed pending decision on a legal question upon which even
the highest Federal courts and committees of Congress have
mge:;c:' as desirous as any Member of Congress to preserve our
American institutions and to defend them from damage by aliens.
I have not found anything in the Dies report, however, which con-
vinces me that I should have ignored the most recent holding of
the courts, overruled the legal advisers provided me by law, and
not postponed a deportation hearing in the face of my knowledge
that even if the evidence at the hearing should sustain the charges,
deportation itself could not be effected until the conflict of deci-
sions among the circuit courts had been ultimately resolved by the
highest tribunal.
Sincerely yours,
FrRANCES PERKINS.

The Secretary of Labor issued a warrant for the arrest of
Strecker and a hearing was then held before an examining
inspector. On the basis of the findings the Secretary ordered
him deported. He appealed this to the courts. The Gov-
ernment won its case in the Federal district court and
Strecker then appealed to the Fifth Circuit Court. This
court then reversed the decision and upheld Strecker. The
Government then appealed this decision to the Supreme
Court. This case is expected to come up next month. The
circuit court reversed the decision on the grounds that
Strecker’s admitted membership in the Communist Party was
not grounds for deportation.

Strecker admitted being a Communist while Bridges de-
nies membership in the Communist Party. Surely no one
would or could believe that the Secretary of Labor has any
sympathy with the Communist Party if they know the true
facts in the Strecker case—that the basis for her attempted
deportation of him was that he was a member of the Com-
munist Party.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SIROVICH).
the gentlewoman from New Jersey has expired.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the time of the gentlewoman from New Jersey be ex-
tended for 10 minutes.

The SPEAEKER pro tempore.

There was no objection.

Mrs. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the House
that I have said about all that I care to say, and also that
I took the floor today merely through a sense of trying to
get the true facts of a case about which there seems to be so
much misinformation.

Mr. O’CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, will the gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. NORTON. Yes.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Does the gentlewoman happen to know
when Mr. Bridges came to this country?

Mrs. NORTON. I do not, except as the Secretary of Labor
tells me in this letter. According to the records of the Im-
migration and Naturalization Service Mr. Bridges was
regularly admitted to this country in 1920.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Has he been here ever since?

Mrs. NORTON. Yes.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Has he made any attempt to become
an American citizen?

Mrs. NORTON. That I do not know, but that question is
not involved in the deportation charges. There is nothing
in either the immigration or naturalization laws to compel a
resident alien to become a citizen.

Mr. O'CONNOR. We have heard so many rumors about
Mr. Bridges being a Communist and all that, and also re-
flection upon the fact that he had not become an Ameri
citizen, that I was wondering about the fact. 3

Mrs. NORTON. According to the letter from the Secre-
tary it was not until the longshoremen’s strike in 1934 that
any complaint was made about his status in the United
States. During that strike the Department received letters
calling attention to the fact that Bridges is an alien, and
asking that he be deported. Apparently for those 14 years
there has been no question about whether or not he was
an alien.

The time of

Is there objection?
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Mr. O'CONNOR. Outside of his activities in connection
with strikes, and in connection with communism, what has
been the man’s habits in the United States as to being a
good American citizen?

Mrs. NORTON. That I know nothing at all about. My
only information is with regard to his status under the
immigration laws.

Miys, O'DAY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. NORTON. Yes.

Mrs. ODAY. My information from the Department of
Labor is that he entered legally and that his papers were
regular and in order, \

Mrs. NORTON. I thank the lady from New York, and my
understanding is that that is correct.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr, Speaker, will the gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. NORTON. Yes.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Is it not a fact that under the leadership
of Bridges, by force, vessels entitled to sail from the west-
coast ports and to enter those ports have been prevented
from departing or entering?

Mrs. NORTON. I do not think that charge has ever been
proved, has it?

Mr. HOFFMAN. The gentlewoman does not know any-
thing about the west-coast strike?

Mrs. NORTON. Ezxcepting what I have read, just as the
gentleman has read it in the press and in articles. I have
the same kind of information about it as the gentleman has.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Is it the gentlewoman’s opinion that
vessels have not been prevented from departing and
entering?

Mrs. NORTON. I have no direct knowledge on that sub-
ject whatsoever. Of course, I have read that the striking
longshoremen did not load or unload any cargoes, but that
has nothing to do with the immigration laws, which is the
point at issue here.

Mr. HOFFMAN. No information?

Mrs. NORTON. Because I have no special information
regarding the facts of record, I prefer to express no opinion.
I never pass judgment without knowing the facts.

1]5.;!:. HOFFMAN. The gentlewoman means seeing it her-
self?

Mrs. NORTON. Seeing or having evidence that is cor-
roborative, to prove it.

Mr. HOFFMAN. Then the dispatches in the press do not
mean anything to the gentlewoman?

Mrs. NORTON. They mean something, but, after all, you
read one newspaper which gives one account of a case, and
then you read another newspaper containing an entirely dif-
ferent version of the same subject—the gentleman will admit
it is rather difficult to arrive at the real facts. I may say that
is the reason I wrote to the Secretary of Labor about getting
the facts that have been recorded in this case, because I
think we have had a great deal of misinformation. As the
gentleman knows, and as every Member of this House knows,
there is not a Member on the floor who is more opposed to
communism, and everything that communism means, than I
am. I would do anything within my power to stamp it out.
From my contacts with the Secretary of Labor, as chairman
of the Labor Committee, I am forced to the conclusion that
she is personally as much opposed to communism as I am.
I hold no brief for Mr. Bridges, and my opinion of him is
not concerned in my desire to learn the truth with regard
to the application of the immigration laws to his case. If
the evidence in his case proves that he is deportable. I would
do everything possible to have him expelled from this
country.

Mr. HOFFMAN. May I ask this question: If under his
leadership it is true that vessels——

Mrs. NORTON. But is it true? What have you to prove
that it is true?

Mr. HOFFMAN. But may I ask the question?

Mrs. NORTON. You are asking the guestion.

Mr. HOFFMAN. But I did not finish it. If under his
leadership it is true that by force vessels have been pre-
vented from sailing after the authorities had cleared them
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and vessels had been prevented from unloading at the docks,
would the lady consider that a defiance of United States
authorities?

Mrs. NORTON. Absolutely; I would.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Will the gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. NORTON. I yield.

Mr. O'CONNOR. You are not going to believe that any-
body is a Communist simply because somebody else says he is
a Communist?

Mrs. NORTON. Absolutely not.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Does not the lady realize that during the
war when two people had an argument the worst thing one
could call the other was to call him “pro-German”? Now
when something comes up, instead of calling a man “pro-
German,” he is called “a Communist.” Is not that about
correct?

Mrs. NORTON. It seems to be, I am sorry to say.

I recall exactly what the gentleman speaks of during the
war. I do think that we throw labels around far too care-
lessly. It is a serious matter to say that a man is a Com-
munist or any of the other “isms”—and I rank them all in
about the same class—and not have some reason for say-
ing it or some proof of the charge. That is the only reason
I have asked for time today, in an effort to clarify this
whole question in my own mind and, if possible, to give you
the information I think you are all very anxious to have.

Thank you so much. I think my time has expired.

Mr, CARLSON. Mr. Speaker, will the lady from New
Jersey yield?

Mrs. NORTON. I yield if I have the time.

Mr. CARLSON. If I understood the reading of this letter
correctly, there was a statement to the effect that at the
present time we have no legislation which forbids aliens
organizing and inciting riots and leading organized strikes
in this country.

Mrs. NORTON. I think that is correct. ;

Mr. CARLSON. It seems to me if that is true, the lady
heads the very important Committee on Labor and she
should bring before this House legislation dealing with that
subject, because certainly the time must have arrived to
take care of that situation.

Mrs. NORTON. I would be glad to get the benefit of the
gentleman’s knowledge on the subject. Thank you so much.
Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. NORTON. If my time has not expired, I yield.

Mr. GROSS. I understood by the letter which the lady
read that we could not deport an alien unless the country
to which we were going to send him was willing to accept
him?

Mrs. NORTON. That is correct.

Mr. GROSS. What are we supposed to do with him—
sink him, or shoot him, or what?

Mrs. NORTON. I do not know. I have simply quoted
you the law. You understand this is not my own opinion.
I have quoted you the law on this matter and the reasons
which the Secretary gave. I am presenting her side of the
case to my colleagues because she cannot appear before the
House. And if I know anything about the majority of my
colleagues, it is that they want to be fair. I do not think
she should be blamed for the failure of a foreign government,
over which she has no control, to issue passports.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentle-
woman from New Jersey has again expired.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my own remarks in the Recorp and include therewith
a speech that I made.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Texas?

Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I trust the gentleman
will withhold that request, due to the situation, because
otherwise I will have to object.
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Mr. PATMAN. It is simply a unanimous-consent request
to include my own remarks.

Mr, ENGLEBRIGHT. Unless the gentleman will with-
hold that, I will have to object to it, due to the situation
which I think the gentleman is aware of.

Mr. PATMAN. I will be glad to do that. I will withdraw
the request, Mr, Speaker.

Mr. O'CONNCOR. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to revise and extend my own remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the
request of the gentleman from Montana?

Mr. PATMAN. Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, I do not understand the situation. If I am not to be
allowed to extend my own remarks, I do not see why anyone
else should be allowed.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas
has already withdrawn his request. Does the gentleman
wish to renew it?

Mr. PATMAN. No; I do not renew it, under the cir-
cumstances. I just wanted to understand the situation.

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, do I have permission or
not?

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts.
that will settle it.

Mr. O'CONNOR. I just want to revise and extend my
own remarks on a question I asked one of the Members.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Until we get this mat-
ter straightened out we had better hew strictly to the line.

Mr. O'CONNOR. What is the question you want
straightened out?

Mr. HOFFMAN. Regular order, Mr, Speaker,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is heard.

Under special order of the House, the gentleman from
California [Mr. Leranp M. Forpl is recognized for 35
minutes.

I will object to it, and

MIGRATION OF DESTITUTE PERSONS

Mr. LELAND M. FORD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to speak on
the Tolan resolution, introduced January 19, providing for
the Speaker of the House to appoint a special investigating
committee of five members to inquire into the interstate mi-
gration of destitute citizens to study, survey, and investigate
the social and economic needs and the movement of indigent
persons across State lines, obtaining all facts possible in rela-
tion thereto, which would not be of public interest but which
would aid the House in enacting remedial legislation,

This was concurred in by my other good friend and col-
league, Congressman GEARHART, also from California,

I have come here from the Board of Supervisors of Los
Angeles County—this is the same as county commissioners in
some of the Eastern States—where 5 supervisors handle all
the 54 departments of government, including, of course, the
budget; and due to that experience I believe I have some
information that should be helpful and informative to this
committee when formed, chiefly to indicate what is happen-
ing to some of these western communities with particular
reference to their finances, and to try to show the serious-
ness of the matter and the necessity for speedy action.

This is a matter that certainly is a nonpartisan one and
one in which both sides of this House, Republicans and Dem-
ocrats, should be interested, and one upon which both these
great parties can meet upon the common ground of the
safety and welfare of this country above everything else.

It is the matter of the great expenditure of money and its
relationship to taxes and the ability of the taxpayer to pay
the bill. Our taxpayers are interested not only in the
amount of Federal tax that they are called on to pay but the
State, county, city, and district taxes that go to make up
the total tax, for, after all, they have to pay all the tax
whatever it may be.

Any of us who have served in government know that there
is only one common, general source from which to obtain
any amount of money that is spent, no matter for what pur-
pose it is spent, and that is from our people by taxation.
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We who have had the responsibility of general govern-
ment recently further know that there is a limit to the abil-
ity of taxpayers to keep on paying and that in many places
there have been serious threats of taxpayers’ strikes, and
that in Cook County, Ill., a taxpayers’ strike did actually
take place, with many detrimental results.

We further know that there is such a thing as the equali-
zation of taxes for communities, and this should extend to
the States. Therefore, I think it is fair and proper to say
that the matter of indigent migration is one in which equali-
zation of the relief load taxes can and should be equalized.
This migration of indigents has thrown a disproportionate
tax load on many States which they can no longer continue
to bear and pay.

As an instance of what is actually happening in California
I would like those of you, who do not know, to know that the
treasurer and tax collector of Los Angeles County has just
advised me that right now there are 275,000 pieces of prop-
erty in Los Angeles County upon which the taxpayers can-
not pay their taxes, and these properties have now become
delinquent.

We have a moratorium provision, I may say for those of you
who do not know, permitting the payment of taxes on delin-
quent property in 10 equal annual installments.

Many thousands of these properties have been delinquent
over 5 years and have been sold fo the State under our Cali-
fornia law. How many other counties have similar conditions
to face now or will have them later on? What is causing this
situation?

I do not think there is any question but that this indigent
migration has been one of the greatest factors in the increased
tax load of many communities. This has been very well
covered in the Monthly Labor Review by the United States
Department of Labor, August 1938, volume 47, page 2, begin-
ning on page 240 under Refugee Labor Migration to Cali-
fornia, 1937.

I am not going to try to cover that here now but give this
as a reference for informative information for the committee
and others who should be interested.

I think part of the answer, at least, is contained in the wire
from Roger Jessup, chairman of the Board of Supervisors of
Los Angeles County, which is here quoted:

All Los Angeles County watches with anxious interest the efforts
now being made to halt flow of indigents here, Federal policies
responsible for this influx must be changed to avoid eventual
disaster. The influx of these indigents since earliest years of depres-
sion has brought on critical economic situation and tax strike is
threatened as result of excessive charity burden it has imposed.
Two years ago this county's charity budget was $25,000,000, last
year it was $35,000,000, and this year it is up to $42,000,000. More
than 56,000 persons in this county alone now receive aged aid at
annual cost of $20,000,000. More than $5,000,000 of county tax
funds exclusive of cost of administration and hospitalization being
spent this year to care for unemployables. Over §950,000 this year
goes to care for indigent aliens, most of whom have become perma-
nent charges. Total county, State, and Federal aild in this county
this year totals $70,000,000. No more indigents can be handled
without lowering subsistence budgets. Influx from other regions
largely responsible for this situation. We look to you to save this
beautiful county from becoming Nation's poor farm.

I may add that in 1928 the relief bill was $10,000,000, but
that bill has grown to $43,000,000 in 10 years—from $10,-
000,000 to $43,000,000 for charity relief alone.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to include and to
have printed as part of my remarks a chart showing the
county of Los Angeles financial program for 1937-38, a chart
which was sent out with every tax bill in Los Angeles County.

Mr., CRAWFORD. Reserving the right to object, Mr.
Speaker—and I shall not—I wonder if the gentleman can
explain how this chart will appear in the REcorp, whether it
will be a photographic copy or by a graph?

Mr, LELAND M, FORD. I do not know how it is usual to
handle such illustrations, whether by photostatic copy in-
serted in the Recorp or not, but I think it should be repro-
duced in some way.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from California?

There was no objection.

The matter referred to follows:

ExHI1BIT 1
County of Los Angeles financial program for 1937-38
WHERE THE MONEY COMES FROM

Ald from State and United States, 26 percent________ $14, 645, 430

Taxes, 69 percent__ 34, 074, 831
Miscellaneous revenue, 7 percent 4, 405, 958
Surplus, 8 percent 4, 589, 106
Total 57,716,325
HOW THE MONEY IS SPENT

Charities, 60 percent:
Relief, 40 percent. 23, 393,912
Institutions, 15 percent --—- 8,446,818
Administration, 5 percent 3, 148, 316
34, 989, 044
Bervices to publie, 24 percent 13, 445, 134
Support of government, 10 percent. b, 745, 632
Legal payments, 2 percent.. 978, 103
Reserves, 4 percent 2, 557,412
Total 567,715,325

GENERAL COUNTY INCOME

The county of Los Angeles estimates that it will receive the
following money to finance general county expenditures during the
fiscal year 1937-38:

General taxes levied on real and secured personal

property at $1.41 per $100 assessed valuation.._____ $32, 480, 916

Taxes on unsecured personal property, securities, and

solvent credits s -= 1,593,915
Bubventions from the State and Federal Governments
for aid of children and blind and aged persons__.. 13, 536, 430
Other ald to be received from the State and Federal
Governments R Foret 1, 109, 000
Fees, licenses, interest on deposits, and other miscel-
laneous receipts 4, 405, 958
Burplus carried over from previous year, collections of
delinquent taxes, and accounts receivable_________ 4,589, 108
Total estimated revenue. 57, 715, 8325

General county-taz rates and assessed valuations, 1928-37

Year Rate Valoation
1928 $0.72 | $3,168, 361, 435
1029 .88 3, 296, 558, 010
1630 .88 38, 181, 324, 420
1931 .88 3, 122, 441, 965
1932 .88 2, 513, 605, 765
1933 1.20 2, 153, 864, 850
1934 120 2, 083, 573, 720
1035 119 2, 346, 332, 065
1936. 1.27 2, 358, 047, 245
1987 L4 2, 437, 882, 080

Mr. LELAND M. FORD. I am not going to quote you many
statistics, but am going to quote some figures taken from this
graphic statement issued with every tax bill in Los Angeles
County, giving an accounting as to how much and where we
received the money to run government and what happened to
that money, or, in other words, how it was spent. This state-
ment was sent out so that taxpayers could see what was going
on in order that they might become “charity relief cost con-
scious” and to get their reaction. We got -their reaction.
Most people do not realize the relative cost of the relief pro-
gram to government nor ifs restrictive and limiting effect
upon the necessary functions of government.

The total shown here, which is the total budget of that
county, is $57,715,000. Sixty percent of this total went to
charity relief—in round figures, $35,000,000. This was start-
ling information not only to many officials but to our people
as a whole to find that the item of charity relief had become
larger, bigger, greater than the combined total of the other 53
departments of government. This graph showed that out of
a tax levy of $34,000,000, against it for payment was
$35,000,000 for the one item of charity relief alone.
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The only way that government was carried on was due to
the fact that there was a four and one-half million dollar
surplus, $4,000,000 that we collected in miscellaneous revenue,
and that the State government and the United States Gov-
ernment had given $14,600,000 to the county. In other words,
it shows that if it were not for this aid received from the
Federal Government the county government could not have
been carried on at all under the prevailing conditions. The
county tax rate has jumped from 72 cents to $1.52. This does
not include the city rates, which, when included, show for Los
Angeles city $5.44, and in many of the outlying cities a rate
much higher. In other words, from 5 to 612 percent. Out of
last year’s county rate of $1.41, 73 cents went for charity
relief alone and 68 cents for all the other 53 departments of
government. It appears, then, that government has become
incidental to charity relief, whereas, in my opinion, charity
relief should be incidental to government.

We have just gone through some very trying times caused
by excessive mortgages on homes and real estate, with the
Federal Government trying to correct these conditions. With
this tax rate of from five to seven dollars per hundred, most
people do not stop to think that it has the effect of placing
an involuntary mortgage on all property in the county to
about 50 percent of its real value, and in which case the
owner of the property upon which this mortgage is placed
does not actually receive any money. This occurs when the
assessor makes his valuation of the preoperty, which in many
cases is about 50 percent of its real value. Take, for instance,
a man with a $10,000 home; if a suggestion was made that a
$5,000 mortgage or trust deed be placed on his home at the
rate of 5 to 7 percent per annum for which he would not
receive the money, he would immediately become very much
discouraged and very much frightened as to his future ability
to pay it. That is exactly what we are doing when we place
a tax rate of that amount on the property. While the prin-
cipal may not become due, there is that tax burden equiva-
lent to the payment of interest at the rate of from 5 to 7
percent.

I draw your attention again to the fact that the item of
charity relief there is costing more than the other 53 com-
bined departments of government. The effect of this rela-
tionship upon the other departments has been to restrict,
curtail, and cut out certain necessary functions of govern-
ment, as demonstrated in our forestry department, our flood-
control department, and our road department.

We did not have the personnel, fire-fighting equipment,
properly maintained fire trails, nor firebreaks, as was demon-
strated in our fire some 8 weeks ago which burned over 23,000
acres and destroyed some 500 homes.

The flood-control department has reached its legal limit
under the law as to rate of taxation. Last year $1,250,000,
and this year $550,000, had to be taken out of the road depart-
ment budget in order to continue flood-control work necessary
to protect life end property.

We were unable to place any new construction for roads
in our road department budget and, in addition to this, could
not rebuild 19 bridges, costing from $250,000 to $600,000 each,
that were lost in last March floods, nor take care of the
approaches to these bridges.

The reason we could not take care of this was we did not
have the money and could not make additional levies on the
already over tax-burdened real estate and personal property
of that county, as the people could not pay it, which fact
is demonstrated by the further fact that there are now
275,000 pieces of property that cannot pay their taxes in this
county and have therefore become delinquent. This is the
record over the last 4 or 5 years, and it is getting worse.

The question might be asked why the budget was not
reduced. The answer is that it was reduced and the budget
of every one of the 53 departments was cut down to the
danger point and some cut even below that due to necessity.
This is further proven by the fact that county government
was carried on for only 68 cents, exclusive of charity relief.
Wherever it was possible to cut, cuts were made, but 70

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

JANUARY 23

percent of this budget has now become mandatory, with only
30 percent discretionary.

It should be seen from the above where the costs are. It
may be informative to know, that in 1928-29, 82 percent of
this charity relief budget was discretionary, with only 18
percent mandatory. The positions have been exactly re-
versed, with 82 percent now mandatory and 18 percent dis-
cretionary. I might state that when I use the word “manda-
tory” I mean that those are the things upon which there is
no choice, but they are set out by law and have the effect of
being commands. We must do these things whether we
want to or not.

It might be interesting to know that last year the liberali-
zation of aged aid alone cost that county between twelve
and fourteen million dollars and that there are now more
than 56,000 persons in this one county alone receiving that
aid.

Further, in the fiscal year 1930-31 the aged aid case load
was 16,226. This case load rose in 7 years to 430,500 for the
fiscal year 1937-38, or an increase of 2,550 percent in 7 years.
This was brought about by the enactment of Federal legisla-
tion. In order for California to receive benefits thereunder
it had to change its legislation to conform with that of the
Federal Government. These changes were as follows:

Cutting the required age from 70 years to 65 years.

Changing the residence requirement from 15 years to 5
Years.

This let down the bars to many thousands. In order to
take care of the new load with proper registration, we had
to put on 107 additional personnel, and this personnel was
making appointments in August to meet these people as late
as March of the following year, all to draw aged aid relief of
$35 per month.

It is interesting to know that a memorandum was prepared
by Los Angeles County for Mr. Harry L. Hopkins as of his
request of July 7, 1937, and things have become worse since
then.

The relative cost per capita was 92 cents in 1925, and in
1936 this had risen to $44.62, When this same figure is re-
duced to relief cost per taxpayer, leaving out those who are
on relief, it is found that they have risen to $87.51. When
the additional figure for supplying medical and institutional
relief to resident and nonresident indigents is included, this
adds an additional $8.98, bringing the total cost per capita to
$94.28 for the year 1936, and conditions are now worse. That
same statement shows (par. 5, p. 2) that the California
State Department of Agriculture reported 2,460,614 persons
entered the State of California by aufomobile in the 12-
month period ending April 30, 1937, with the destination of
74 percent of these persons given as southern California. A
substantial proportion of these people volunteered that they
were in need of manual employment and that over 75 percent
were from so-called drought States. During this same
period—April 1937—there were 101,510 on charity relief made
up of aged, 43,000, which figure you will note has now
jumped to over 56,000; blind; orphan children; indigent;
general hospital; tubercular sanatorium; poor farm; and
convalescents.

The question may arise as to why the county should take
care of these people under the limitations of the State law.
We do not take care of them directly, but here is exactly
what happens. They have arrived, out of employment and
in most instances destitute and hungry, and in this condi-
tion—say the wage scale is $3.50 per day—they will work for
less and if enough of them continue to come they will work
for still less. They then fill the positions in many capacities
of those people who are residents, thus throwing the residents
who are qualified for relief directly on to the relief rolls,
which in turn throws an immediate burden upon the tax-
payer, breaks the wage scale, and lowers the American stand-
ard of living.

Business and industry are restricted by reason of being
unable to sell to these people of a lower standard of living,
and by reason of less volume, pay rolls are lowered in
number, which in furn causes more unemployment. It
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creates a very vicious circle in which every person in Cali-
fornia is interested—the taxpayer, the businessman, the
laborer, and last but not least, all those who are entitled to
receive benefits must watch the resources used to pay for
these benefits melt away.

I give you this information hoping it will disclose the pic«
ture of conditions not only in Los Angeles County but similar
conditions prevailing in Kern, San Joaquin, and many other
counties, and I hope this may be publicized because many of
these things are not known to people who have not actually
handled budgets, and I believe it is the duty of every gov-
ernmental official to give his people the facts.

California is a State which, on account of natural condi-
tions, should and can sustain itself and its people, but most
of the cause of all this financial difficulty is the great in-
digent migration of people from other States. This State
can carry its own load but it cannot carry the load of the
other 47 States in addition to its own. I, therefore, believe
there is plenty of room for the equalization of this tax load.

People have come to this State on account of its climatic
conditions and the fertility of the State itself, and in.addi-
tion to that to receive aged-aid benefits and charity bene-
fits, but the Federal Government is not bearing its rightful
proportion of these costs. It is self evident that the number
of people on relief in that State is out of proportion to the
population,

It is true, that the Federal Government does make grants
to the various States for the purpose of relief and for the
further purpose of helping these States financially to care for
their people. This should have the effect of reducing the
State tax load in these States, and, in my opinion, it does,
but here is a fact that must be considered: That in those
States which are receiving this Federal aid to take care of
their relief load, when great numbers of those receiving re-
lief migrate to other States, it has the effect of further re-
ducing their taxes, but when the States to which these people
migrate do not get the funds which were supposed to go to
these indigents, such States automatically have their tax load
increased, and this is what is happening to California and
to many other States.

It is the opinion of people of the State of California that
this relief money should follow that migration.

We are prepared in California, through our records, to tell
where every migrant comes from, and we believe that the
Federal Government should recognize the inequality of hav-
ing the State of California take care of other States’ loads
without additional funds with which to do it.

It is my belief that if the tax load becomes so heavy in
this or any other State that it becomes uneconomical to carry
on any business, to own homes or own property; that there is
nothing but failure ahead; and in order to protect against
a situation of this kind is one of the reasons I am making
this talk.

Some States might take the view that they are accomplish-
ing something for themselves by sending this load on to
California, through this migration of people on relief, but
these States must remember that when the resources of
California are gone, these same people will have become
accustomed to relief, and they will then go back to the
States which can carry them, either to the Southern States,
where climatic conditions are attractive and where it does
not cost so much to live, or to those Northern States which
have great capital; and these people know which these great
States are, and they will go there knowing that they have
the money to carry them. This should be given considera-
tion by every State.

The statement will probably be made that California is
advertising for these people. This statement is not true,
because if one will take the trouble to read the advertise-
ments that are carried by California it will be found therein
that the specific request is made not to come to California
looking either for a job or for relief, California does adver-
tise, and I maintain that it must continue to do so, for
industry to come, and for those people who have the means
to sustain themselves. We must do this out of self-defense,
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for while we have so many jobless people it would be fool-
hardy, in my opinion, to discontinue bringing in those indus-
tries which bring employment to our people.

Mr. CRAWFORD and Mr. MURDOCEK of Arizona rose.

Mr, LELAND M. FORD. My time is limited, and what
I am about to say I think will answer some of the questions
that may be in your minds.

To show that conditions are getting no better, out of this
year’s budget of some sixty-eight millions, forty-three mil-
lions are set aside for relief. :

I want it understood right here and now that I do not
want anyone to draw from my statements the inference that
I am against necessary relief. I am not; and I have just
as much kindness in my heart and just as much charity in
my heart, and so has the State of California, in the consid-
eration of this matter as anyone in this room; but regardless
of that, that State is finding it impossible to carry the whole
load. We can and will carry our own.

I want it further understood, too, that I cast no asper-
sions of any kind upon those people who are on relief and
who have migrated, for I believe them to be, in many in-
stances, very fine people who have found themselves in this
unfortunate condition over which they have had no control.
But I would like to draw to the attention of those who are
already on relief, particularly in California, that if this
migration continues it will eventually take that aid that they
are now getting away from them, after all resources are
used up.

To those people who are disabled and to those who find
themselves in unfortunate circumstances and are willing to
work, my heart goes out, but to those who have become pro-
fessionals, in this matter of relief, and who are living off
those who are on relief, I say it is high time that we close
the doors. I mean by this last group, those pressure groups
who constantly appear before legislative bodies with a selfish
purpose in mind demanding higher and higher relief costs,
such as the Workers’ Alliance has done in Los Angeles
County, and those other pressure groups who advocate
higher costs without regard to the ability of the people to
pay. The danger is that many legislative bodies will have
a false conception of the real conditions by reason of the
numbers of these people who appear before them, and that
these legislative bodies will lose their idea of relationship
between the number of these people compared to the num-
ber of people who are actually paying the bill, for, after all,
the taxpayer, who is in the majority and is paying the hill,
is too busy to come before these bodies to give his side of
the picture.

Roughly speaking, I believe it is true that about 14 per-
cent of our people are on relief, and that the 86 percent who
are not are paying the bills, It is high time, too, that we
give this 86 percent some consideration, for certainly we can-
not go ahead and wreck the 86 percent no matter how
kindly we might feel toward the remaining 14 percent. We
must not forget that, after all, this 86 percent can and does
sustain the Government and the 14 percent, by paying the
bills, and the 14 percent cannot sustain either the Government
or the 86 percent. We must also watch that this 86 percent
should not be lessened and the 14 percent be increased, be-
cause somewhere along the line there certainly is a danger
point in this balance, and after that danger point is reached
and passed our whole governmental and business structure
will eventually fall.

We must not teach our people not to work nor that they
should look for relief instead of looking for work.

We must teach them to become self-sustaining.

REMEDIES

It is not sufficient to talk only about these things, but rem-
edies must be looked for.

First. This resolution by Mr. Toran should be supported,
the investigating committee appointed, and the investigation
made.

Second. The suggestion is that the Federal Government
should provide relief for marginal people in their home States
in order to prevent much of this migration.
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Third. The Federal Government should disseminate infor-
mation at the sources of this migration that there will be no
relief available to nonresidents of California or States where
these same conditions apply.

Fourth. The Federal Government should encourage and aid
the return to their homes of the idle thousands now in Cali-
fornia and in other States who have neither lost their legal
residence in their respective communities nor achieved legal
residence in California or other States.

Fifth. The Federal Government should recognize the in-
equality of having California or other States pay for these
people who have come into their respective Stafes from the
outside and should transfer the money that is granted for
relief to the States to which these people have moved.

Sixth. It should equalize and make uniform the benefits of
aid to the aged so as not to make those States which are pay-
ing aged aid benefits pay all migrants from those States
which are not.

Seventh. It should be driven home to people who are con-
templating migrating that it would be far easier to find work
in communities where they are known and where jobs are to
be found than it would be in a strange place; that in that
community where they are known they would have the addi-
tional help of those who know them in finding positions.

I hope that the things mentioned herein will be given care-
ful consideration by you gentlemen from the respective States,
because eventually you are going to have to reckon with this
situation; and while this situation in California and some
other States may now be more acute than that in your own,
remember, when the resources of these States are gone these
migrants will go to the places where there are still resources
left and where they can be taken care of. I ask your full con-
sideration of this and hope you will realize the importance of
this matter to the welfare of all our people. [Applause.]

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr, Speaker, will the gertleman yield
for a question?

Mr. LELAND M, FORD. I yield.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I ask the question in all seriousness:
Does the gentleman believe that these transients have gone
to California more from the standpoint of climate than they
have in order to secure these old-age benefits which have
been pointed out, being led very, very largely by propaganda
which has come out of California, not from State authorities
but from those who have advocated great payments to the
aged? Which has been the drawing card, the climate or
the expected monetary benefits?

Mr. LELAND M. FORD. The matter will have to be segre-
gated by periods. During the present period, in the last 4 or
5 years, due to the high rates paid by the State of California
these people have been flocking to it.

This can be proved by inguiries that are coming into that
State asking for the amount of aid we pay. In prior years it
may have been true that they went there on account of
climatic conditions, but now I think it is a combination of
both.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Let us assume you had a $10,000 home
in this county at the present time. I mean a home that
would sell to a willing buyer for $10,000. What is your
assessed valuation and what is the annual taxes on that
home?

Mr. LELAND M. FORD. The valuation would be from
$4,000 to $5,000 on a $10,000 home and the taxes would be
about $200.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I may say to the gentleman we have
cities back in the Northern States in which the taxes are
double that rate at the present time and we have not that
influx of people.

Mr. LELAND M. FORD. That is probably due to your
climatic conditions. I have interviewed some of these people,
and I want to cite one specific instance. I asked a man
why he came, and he said, “We will not freeze in this coun-
try.” He said further, “I do not have to buy coal, and if
I have not an overcoat my people will not freeze to death.”
He said, “I think I have a right to come here under those
circumstances.” If you have a home with a valuation of
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$5,000, with a $200 tax, you are getting taxed pretty stiffly.
Regardless of the tax rate and valuation in your State or
mine, that does not say that the taxes in my county are too
high or those in the gentleman’s county are too high.

Mr. CRAWFORD. It does not; but the taxpayer enters
into the matter.

Mr. LELAND M. FORD. That is right.

Mr. CRAWFORD. In the county where the tax is now
$500 per year instead of $200 per year the taxpayer is no
more able to pay the $500 plus than the man in California
with a tax of $200.

Mr. LELAND M. FORD. Is the gentleman giving me a
hypothetical case?

Mr. CRAWFORD. I am giving the gentleman an actual
case. I could produce the tax receipts to show this. I have
spoken on the floor about this matter time and time again.

Mr, LELAND M. FORD. I happen to know something
about taxes, having been on the tax board of my county for a
number of years. It all depends on your method of taxation.
If your assessor puts a $10,000 valuation on that property,
that is one thing; but if he puts the same valuation on that
we do—50 percent of its actual valuation—then you get a
different figure. It all depends on the respective rates. In
other words, we have to put them on a comparable basis.

Mr. CRAWFORD.- I appreciate that.

Mr. LELAND M. FORD. In our county the assessor puts
on a 40 to 50 percent assessed valuation and the $200 is predi-
cated on that assessed valuation. If our assessor assessed on
a 100 percent basis, then the tax would be $455.

[Here the gavel fell.]

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan [Mr, HoFFMaN]?

There was no objection.

(Mr. HorrmaN asked and was given permission to revise
and extend his own remarks in the Recorbp.)

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, the President’s program of
preparedness is not the only “getting ready” that is being
done by this administration.

Some may have thought that the appointment of Frank
Murphy as head of the Department of Justice was merely his
reward for his aid to Lewis, the C. I. O., and the Communists
during the Michigan sit-down strikes, but as the President
called him back from the Philippines to become Governor of
Michigan, so now he is placing him in a position where he
can aid in controlling patronage for the 1940 campaign.

Nor was Murphy slow in delivering the goods. Toward a
successful campaign in 1940 control of the W. P. A. posts in
Michigan would be a great aid.

Let me quote here what the Michigan Times, published at
Grand Rapids, had to say on this subject. I quote:

JOB NO. 1 FOR THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

If former Gov. Frank Murphy is confirmed by the Senate to the
post of Attorney General of the United States, job No. 1 on his
docket should be an investigation by Attorney General Murphy into
the conduct of Lame Duck Murphy in connection with the aflairs
of the Works Progress Administration in Michigan,

He won’t have to go far for the evidence; he can consult his own
conscience—that conscience which in his public speeches he refers
to so frequently and with such warm approval,

No public figure in our time has basked in his own self-approval
to quite the same extent as has Frank Murphy. About every third
sentence in his stump speeches concerns his purity of motive, his
purity on his own admission being such that he must look down
with some contempt on a well-known soap, which is only 9944s0
percent pure.

Well, let's see how this one-man purity league operates.

He was defeated at the polls last fall by an electorate that had
become more than a trifle allergic to conversation unaccompanied
by action, On December 31 he left office, his right wrist somewhat
lame from patting himself on the back, and departed for Washing-
ton. Immediately things began to happen.

¥You see, if Michigan is to be carried by the Democratic new
dealers in 1840, control of the W, P, A, key posts in Michigan is a
vitally necessary factor, according to the ideas of Mr. Murphy. The
worth of the continual assertions of the new dealers that *“no
political ccercion of W. P. A. employees would be tolerated” is re-
vealed by Mr. Murphy's next step, which was to “promote” the
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capable and honest Louis M. Nims, State W. P. A. administrator, to
a post in Chicago and appoint Col. Abner Larned, of Detroit, to
succeed Nims.

The idea was that by “promoting” Nims and getting him out of
the State, in a few months he could be dropped with less outcry
and his place filled by a more complaisant and politically minded
new dealer. Nims saw this move coming, refused the promotion
to the Chicago post, and accepted a position as deputy State high-
way commissioner under Murray Van Wagoner.

Then the program continued. It was necessary to provide a job
for Charles Weber, former treasurer of the Kent County Democratic
Committee, former secretary of the State administrative board, and
(most important of all) manager of Murphy’'s 1936 campaign in
Kent County. So the next move was to discharge on a week's
notice Albert D. MacRae, west Michigan regional director of the
W. P. A, and give his job to Weber,

- For 814 years MacRae had headed the W, P, A, in 21 western
Michigan counties, and in that time the honesty and integrity of
his character and the excellence of his technical training had
produced results so obvious that the western Michigan district was
frequently cited by national officials as a model of what W. P. A,
should be. He brought to his job, a job that involved the spend-
ing of millions of dollars of the public funds, a wealth of experi-
ence as an engineer, a building contractor, and a highway con-
structor. No ‘hint of scandal was ever breathed against his
handling of his office; he refused to play politics with human
misery, and no W. P. A. employee ever received from him any
“orders” as to how he should vote.

Literally hundreds of schools, hospitals, and public buildings,
mile after mile of highways, sewer systems, and waterworks projects
were erected under his direction. In 3!4 years Louis M. Nims,
as State administrator, and Albert D, MacRae, as regional director,
made only one mistake, and that mistake was fatal.

It was a mistake that was easy for honest men to make.

That mistake was this: They accepted at face value the pro-
testations of the new dealers that W. P. A. was not to engage in
political activity. refused to “turn on the heat” even when
such a New Deal darling as Frank Murphy was fighting for reelec-
tion. As a result, they're out.

This then, translated Into actual action, is all that Mr. Attorney
General's fervent apostrophes to purity In government really mean.
It means that an able engineer, doing an engineer’s job and doing
it well, must be removed to make room for a former instructor in
Junior high school who has, as far as the record shows, never spent
a day directlng any construction project anywhere. Mr. Weber
will now direct the work of thousands of men and the expenditure
of millions of dollars, and his qualifications for this post? He was
Frank (“Purity-in-Government") Murphy's Eent County campaign
manager in 1936!

As they sing in Gilbert and Sullivan’s “Patience,” “Why, what a
particularly pure young man this pure young man must be!” You
can take the witness now, Mr. Attorney General.

Some may have thought that kicking Harry Hopkins up-
stairs and out of W. P. A. was to place him beyond the
reach of those who have exposed his use of Federal funds
for political purposes. That may have been one purpose,
but we should not forget that the 1940 census will soon
be in the making; that the appointment of thousands of
census enumerators will fall under the jurisdiction of
Hopkins as Secretary of Commerce.

Having shown in the W. P. A. his exceptional ability for the
distribution of Federal relief funds where they would do the
most good politically and having been caught distributing
money appropriated for food, clothing, and shelter for the
purpose of purchasing votes in Pennsylvania, Kentucky, and
other States, Hopkins can be more useful in this new fleld.

Oh, yes, the President advocates preparedness. Just as
he induced Democratic Congressmen and Senators during
the first years of his administration to give him a blank
check for billions of dollars, much of which his subordinates
used in an effort to defeat the very men who trusted him,
who voted him the money, so now he is again preparing in
advance for the political campaign of 1940, with control of the
National Democratic Convention as his immediate objective.

It is more than passing strange that those Democrats
against whom the powers and the money of the Federal
Government will be used cannot see the handwriting on the
wall, or lack the courage to check him in his effort to destroy
them as well as our form of government.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. MURDOCK of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to extend my own remarks at this point in
the RECORD.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Arizona [Mr. Murpock]?

There was no objection.
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Mr. MURDOCK of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, the address we
have just heard of the gentleman from California has been
particularly interesting to me, for I find that my State of
Arizona, of which I am the sole Representative in this body,
has very similar problems and is harassed by the same diffi-
culties, if not to the same degree, as is the Golden State
on the Pacific coast. It is true that we have some of the
same economic inducements in Arizona, and, in addition,
we have other inducements which give us a slightly different
phase of the problem than that which the gentleman from
California has explained to us. It is about this different
phase that I wish to speak briefly. -

Since 1849 and the memorable gold-rush days California
has been the land of promise, not only to the people of the
whole United States but to the people of other lands as well.
It has been regarded as a new land of untold economic pos-
sibilities. It is not surprising that the gold rush has con-
tinued and has gradually lost itself in the sunshine rush of
recent years; but when it comes to furnishing sunshine for
health purposes Arizona vies with her neighbors in that
regard. We are glad to tell the world of this fact, but we
do not wish to overadvertise our climate in this respect, for
we in Arizona much prefer that the rest of the country shall
know that Arizona is as good a place for the well to come
and live long as for the sick to come and get well. It is the
latter class, however, in all parts of the country, who are
better and more widely informed than is the former class.

In view of the fact that Arizona, in its remarkable topog-
raphy, affords a range of temperature and climate such as
is found from the Equator to the North Pole, with sunshine
everywhere, makes it ideal as a natural sanitarium for those
afflicted with sinus trouble, arthritis, asthma, or tubercu-
losis. It is equally favorable for those who wish to avoid
contracting such physical ailments. Of late years eastern
doctors are quite likely to say to certain of their patients,
whether the patients be wealthy or poor, “Go to Arizona.”
Just as California has been for a long time “the land of
promise” so has Arizona for a shorter time been known as
“the land of health.”

Most of the transient and indigent folk who enter Cali-
fornia do so through Arizona; probably more than 60 per-
cent enter over Highways 60, 66, 70, and 80; or, if they go by
rail, over the Santa Fe and the Southern Pacific Railroads.
Not all of those who enter Arizona on the east pass entirely
through the State, for many of them stop in our southern
valleys as migratory farm laborers. The easiest way to get
to California from any part of the county lying to the east
is through southern Arizona, which accounts for so many
entering California from Arizona and explains in part why so
many stop in Arizona.

In the House Recorp for Saturday, August 21, 1937, I had
something to say in the last Congress about Arizona being
“Uncle Sam’s sun parlor,” and at that time I pointed out
that the United States Government, as well as various
churches and fraternal organizations, recognized the merits
of our curative climate by establishing hospitals, sanitariums,
and such institutions in our land of sunshine. We welcome
all such efforts, and we want physically distressed citizens
from all parts of the country to come to the health-giving
climate of our southwestern community. At the same time,
it should be known we are struggling under a heavy burden
which is thrown upon us. Especially is this true with regard
to the indigent sick.

Hundreds of families are flocking into Arizona with one or
both parents suffering from tuberculosis, and they feel that
if they can only reach the desert, no matter how poor they
may be, the cure will be quick and inevitable. Many pathetic
cases have come to my personal attention.

The health authorities of Maricopa and Pima Counties and
the State health authorities have explained to me the distress-
ing situation. The local authorities cannot take care of these
poor folk, nor even protect their children who may be afflicted
unless some Government protection is offered them.

A recent school survey shows an alarming amount of tuber-
culosis among school children in Arizona. I am positive that
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these afflicted children were born in other States and brought
the tuberculosis with them to Arizona. The superintendent
of the largest school system in Arizona urged me to work with
him to provide open-air schools where tubercular children
may be given physical care at the same time their minds are
being developed. But that same school system has been grow-
ing by leaps and bounds, so that the rich community is unable
to house its school children adequately, and is now very much
overcrowded and lacks even ordinary housing facilities. The
community cannot possibly furnish open-air schools for its
tubercular children.

However, it is not for the tubercular school children alone
that I make this plea, but for parents and children of the
many, many transients who struggle to the “land of sun-
shine,” live under most deplorable conditions, with the hope
that the healing rays of the sun will check this dread disease.
I do not know what proportional part good food, clean, and
comfortable surroundings, together with pure air and sun-
shine, have to do in curing tuberculosis, but I do think it is
too much to expect a starving family to get well on sunshine
and climate alone. In Arizona there is a minimum resident
requirement necessary before indigents may receive local gov-
ernment aid. That is a very cruel but necessary local provi-
sion. Certainly the General Government ought to do some-
thing to help take care of these transient sick.

If an investigation is to be made of this whole relief prob-
lem, Arizona will be more interested in proportion to wealth
and the load which she is carrying than any other South-
western State. I do feel that this is an urgent matter, and 1
do hope that Congress can view the situation as a national
problem worthy of immediate attention.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. CarTwrIicHT asked and was given permission to extend
his remarks in the RECORD.

Mr. SIROVICH. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my own remarks in the Recorp by printing in the
REecorp two speeches I made in the House of Representatives.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York?

There was no objection.

CORRECTION

Mr. CONNERY. Mr. Speaker, on page 19 of the semi-
monthly Congressional Record Index No. 1II I am credited
with having introduced H. R. 2335, a bhill for the relief of Dent
Alleroft & Co. The author of this bill, I understand was Mr.
CrowTHER. I ask unanimous consent that the Congressional
Record Index may be corrected accordingly.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CoNNERY]?

There was no objection.

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr. Speaker, on Wednesday next, after
the disposition of business on the Speaker’s table and at the
conclusion of special orders heretofore entered, I ask unani-
mous consent to address the House for 30 minutes on the
subject of national defense.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, Vay ZanpT]?

There was no objection.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to
Mr. MrrcsELL, for 10 days, on account of illness in family.
ADJOURNMENT
Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do
now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 51
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, January 24, 1939, at 12 o’clock noon.

COMMITTEE HEARINGS
COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE

There will be a meeting of the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce at 10 a. m. Tuesday, January 24,
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1939. Business to be considered: Hearing on H. R. 2531—
transportation bill. Commissioner Splawn, of the Interstate
Commerce Commission, is expected to be the first witness.
COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS
There will be a meeting of the Committee on Military
Affairs in room 1310, New House Office Building, at 10:30
a. m., January 24, 1939, for the consideration of the Presi-
dent’s message on national defense.
COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS
Public hearings will begin Wednesday morning, February 1,
1939, at 10 a. m., on social-security legislation, in the Ways
and Means Committee room of the New House Office Build-
ing, Washington, D. C.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive communications
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

305. A communication from the President of the United
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1939, to remain available
until June 30, 1940, for the Children’s Bureau, Department of
Labor (H. Doc. No. 123) ; to the Committee on Appropriations
and ordered to be printed.

306. A letter from the Administrator of Veterans' Affairs,
transmitting the draft of a proposed bill to authorize
the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs to exchange certain
property located at Veterans®’ Administration facility, Tuske-
gee, Ala., for certain property of the Tuskegee Normal and
Industrial Institute; to the Committee on World War Vet-
erans’ Legislation,

307. A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmit-
ting a report prepared by the Agricultural Adjustment Ad-
ministration on operations during the fiscal year ended June
30, 1937; to the Committee on Agriculture.

308. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, dated
December 28, 1938, submitting a report, together with accom-
panying papers and an illustration, on survey of Orowoc
Creek, N. Y., authorized by the River and Harbor Act ap-
proved August 26, 1937 (H. Doc. No. 126) ; to the Committee
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, with an
illustration.

309. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, dated
December 28, 1938, submitting a report, together with accom-
panying papers, on reexamination of Merrimack River, N. H.
and Mass., requested by resolution of the Committee on Flood
Control, House of Representatives, adopted March 27, 1936;
to the Committee on Flood Control.

310. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, dated
January 3, 1939, submitting a report, together with accom-
panying papers, on a preliminary examination of Eli Cove,
an arm of Stoney Creek, Anne Arundel County, Md., author-
ized by the River and Harbor Act approved August 26, 1937;
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

311. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, dated
December 28, 1938, submitting a report, together with accom-
panying papers and an illustration, on a survey of Greenwich
Harbor, Conn., authorized by the River and Harbor Act, ap-
proved August 26, 1937 (H. Doc. No. 125) ; to the Committee
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, with an
illustration.

312. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, dated
December 30, 1938, submitting a report, together with accom-
panying papers and an illustration, on reexamination of
Tacoma Harbor, Wash., with a view to modifying existing
project for Wapato Waterway, requested by resolution of the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, House of Representatives,
adopted March 2, 1937 (H. Doc. No. 124) ; to the Committee

on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, with an
illustration.
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313. A letter from the Acting Secrctary of the Navy, trans-
mitting the draft of a proposed bill to authorize the Secretary
of the Navy to proceed with the construction of a naval
supply depot, Oakland, Calif.; to the Committee on Naval
Affairs,

CHANGE OF REFERENCE

Under clause 2 of rule XXII, commitiees were discharged
from the consideration of the following bills, which were
referred as follows:

A bill (H. R. 1101) granting a pension to Daniel W. Perkins;
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com-
mittee on World War Veterans’ Legislation.

A bill (H. R. 1131) granting a pension to Helen H. Sly;
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com-
mittee on World War Veterans’ Legislation.

A bill (H. R. 1286) granting a pension to James P. Stone;
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com-
mittee on World War Veterans’ Legislation.

A bill (H. R. 2219) for the relief of Ame La Fernais;
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

A bill (H. R. 2220) for the relief of Henry Werre; Commit-
tee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

A bill (H. R. 2680) for the relief of James Moffitt; Com-
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs.

A bill (H. R. 2859) for the relief of Harry J. Thiessen;
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

A bill (H. R. 2904) for the relief of Peter Koutsaymanes;
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com-
mittee on World War Veterans' Legislation.

A bill (H. R. 2927) granting an increase of pension to
America E. Dye; Committee on Pensions discharged, and
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

A bill (H. R. 2937) granting a pension to Alfred Arrowood;
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public bills and resolutions

were introduced and severally referred as follows:
By Mr. BOREN:

H.R.3022. A bill to amend paragraph 761 of the Tariff Act
of 1930 to increase duty on ‘cashew nuts; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CALDWELL:

H.R.3023. A bill to authorize a preliminary examination
and survey of St. Marks River, Fla.; to the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. DIMOND:

H.R. 3024. A bill to provide for the conservation of her-
ring in the waters of Alaska, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

H.R.3025. A bill to amend an act entitled “An act to
reserve lands to the Territory of Alaska for educational uses,
and for other purposes,” approved March 4, 1915 (38 Stat.
1214-1215) ; to the Committee on the Public Lands.

H.R.3026. A bill authorizing the Legislature of Alaska to
alter, amend, or repeal certain laws of Alaska imposing taxes
for carrying on business and trade, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on the Territories.

By Mr. RANKIN:

H.R. 3027. A bill for the erection of a public building at
Iuka, Tishomingo County, Miss:; to the Committee on Pub-
lic Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. SMITH of Washington:

H. R. 3028. A bill to provide for the construction of a post
office and Federal building at Olympia, Wash.; to the Com-
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds.
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By Mr. STARNES of Alabama:

H. R. 3029. A bill to provide for the prompt deportation of
aliens engaging in espionage or sabotage, alien eriminals, and
other undesirable aliens; to the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization.

H.R.3030. A bill to provide for the deportation of aliens
subsisting on relief under certain circumstances; to the Com-
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization.

H.R.3031. A bill to provide for the deportation of aliens
inimical to the public interest; to the Committee on Immi-
gration and Naturalization,

H.R. 3032. A bill to protect American labor and stimulate
the employment of American citizens on American jobs; to
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

H. R. 3033. A bill o further reduce immigration, to author-
ize the exclusion of any alien whose enftry into the United
States is inimical to the public interest, to prohibit the sep-
aration of families through the entry of aliens leaving depend-
ents abroad, and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee:

H.R. 3034. A bill to set up a research section in the Bureau

of Patents; to the Committee on Patents.
By Mr. THOMAS of New Jersey:

H.R.3035. A bill to fix the maximum rate of interest on
loans secured by veterans' life-insurance policies; to the
Committee on World War Veterans' Legislation.

By Mr. PIERCE of Oregon:

H.R.3036. A bill to change the name of Pickwick Landing

Dam to Rankin Dam; to the Committee on Military Affairs.
By Mr. LEMKE:

H. R. 3037. A bill prohibiting deficiency judgments in real-
estate foreclosures by the Farm Credit Administration, the
Federal land bank commissioner, and the Federal land
banks, and prohibiting an increased rate of iaterest after
maturity; to the Committee on Agriculture.

H.R.3038. A bill providin, for Congress to coin and issue
money and.regulate the value thereof by establishing the
Bank of the United States, owned, operated, and controlled by
the Government of the United States; setting forth the scope
and manner of the Bank’'s operations; creating a Board of
Control and defining the powers and duties of the Board and
other persons charged with the Bank’s management; and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. GEYER of California:

H. R.3039. A bill to provide for the construction of a post-
office building in Wilmington, Calif.; to the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds.

H.R.3040. A bill to provide for the acquisition of drydock
facilities for the United States Maritime Commission at Los
Angeles Harbor, in the city and county of Los Angeles, and
to authorize the construction of certain public works, and for
other purposes; to the Commit.ee on Merchant Marine and
Fisheries.

By Mr. CARLSON:

H.R.3041. A bill to amend section 202 (c) of the World
War Adjusted Compensation Act; to the Committee oin Ways
and Means.

By Mr. SCHWERT:

H.R.3042. A bill to provide eligibility for compensation
for service-connected disability unless due to willful mis-
conduct, and for other purposes; to the Committee on World
War Veterans’ Legislation.

H.R.3043. A bill to provide that any World War veteran
suffering from paralysis, paresis, or blindness, or who is help-
less or bedridden, or who is totally disabled may be awarded
compensation, if otherwise entitled, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on World War Veterans' Legislation.

By Mr. COLLINS:

H. R. 3044. A hill granting a pension to widows and depend-
ent children of World War veterans; to the Committee on
World War Veterans' Legislation.

H. R. 3045, A bill to provide for the location and construc-
tion of a through multiple national highway system; to the

Commiftee on Roads.
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H. R. 3046. A bill to increase the number of National Guard

aviation units; to the Committee on Military Affairs.
By Mr. LAMBERTSON:

H. R.3047. A bill conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of
Claims to hear and determine the claims of the Prairie Band
or Tribe of Pottawatomie Indians of Kansas and Wisconsin
against the United States; to the Commitiee on Indian
Affairs.

H.R.3048. A bill to relinquish concurrent jurisdiction to
the State of Kansas to prosecute Indians or others for offenses
committed on Indian reservations; to the Committee on
Indian Affairs.

By Mr. GILCHRIST:

H.R.3049. A bill to provide an exemption of family-sized
farms from the $10,000 limitation of soil-conservation pay-
ments, and for other purposes; to the Commitiee on Agri-
culture.

By Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky:

H. R.3050. A bill to amend the act authorizing the Attor-
ney General to compromise suits on certain contracts of in-
surance; to the Committee on World War Veterans’ Legisla~-
tion.

By Mr. KEELLER:

H.R. 3051. A bill for the relief of certain workers perform=-
ing emergency work at Cairo, IIl., in the Ohio River flood of
1937; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. WELCH:

H.R.3052. A bill to amend the Merchant Marine Act of
1936, section 301 (b), parazraph (3); to the Committee on
Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. HUNTER:

H.R.3053. A bill to legalize a bridge across the Ottawa
River at Summit Street in the city of Toledo, State of Ohio;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. RANDOLPH:

H. R. 3054. A bill to provide for promotion procedure within
the executive classified civil service; to the Committee on the
Civil Service.

H.R.3055. A bill to provide for the retirement of certain
employees in neuropsychiatric hospitals of the Government,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Civil Service.

H.R.3056. A bill to reclassify the salaries of the foreman
and requisition fillers and packers in the Division of Equip-
ment and Supplies of the Post Office Department; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

H.R.3057. A bill to amend the Classification Act of 1923,
as amended; to the Committee on the Civil Service.

By Mr. HOPE:

H.R.3058. A bill to provide annuities for certain widows
of employees.and retired employees of the United States and
the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the Civil
Service.

By Mr. VOORHIS of California:

H.R. 3059. A bill to amend subdivision (a) of section 75 of
the National Bankruptcy Act of 1898, as amended (U. 8. C,,
Annotated, title 11, sec. 203a); to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. RANDOLPH:

H. R. 3060. A bill to provide an 8-hour day and a workweek
of not in excess of 6 calendar days for employees in homes,
hospitals, and combined facilities of the Veterans’ Adminis-
tration; to the Committee on World War Veterans' Legisla-
tion.

By Mr. CALDWELL:

H.R.3061. A bill to extend the time within which to file
an application for a quitelaim deed to certain property in
Pensacola, Fla.; to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. DEMPSEY:

H.R.3062. A bill to encourage the employment of local
capital in the mining of oil and gas on the public domain;
to the Committee on the Public Lands.

H.R.3063. A bill to amend the act of August 26, 1937; to
the Committee on the Public Lands.

H. R.3064. A bill authorizing Federal participation in the
commemoration and observance of the four hundredth anni-
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versary of the explorations of Francisco Vasquez de Coronado;
to the Committee on the Library.
By Mr. THOMASON:

H.R.3065. A bill to amend Public Law No. 370, Seventy-
fourth Congress, approved August 27, 1935 (49 Stat. 906) ; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. JONES of Texas:

H, R. 3066. A bill to amend the Packers and Stockyards
Act, 1921, approved August 15, 1921, as amended; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

By Mr. VINSON of Georgia:

H.R.3067. A bill to authorize the Secretary of the Navy
to proceed with the construction of a naval supply depot,
Oakland, Calif., and for other purposes; to the Committee
on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. RANKIN:

H.J. Res. 127. Joint resolution authorizing and directing
the Federal Trade Commission to make an investigation with
respect to alleged efforts of privately owned public utilities
unfairly to control public opinion concerning municipal or
public ownership of electrical generating or distributing facili-
ties; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. GREEN:

H. J. Res. 128. Joint resolution authorizing the issuance of
a special postage stamp in honor of Stephen Foster; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. ROBERTSON:

H. Res. 65. Resolution authorizing the Special Committee
on Wildlife Conservation, appointed under authority of
House Resolution 237, Seventy-third Congress, continued
under authority of House Resolution 44, Seventy-fourth Con-
gress, and House Resolution 11, Seventy-fifth Congress, to
continue its investigations during the Seventy-sixth Con-
gress; to the Committee on Rules.

H. Res. 66. Resolution to provide funds for the committee
authorized by House Resolution 65; to the Committee on
Accounts.

MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, memorials were presented
and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Legislature of the
State of Arkansas memorializing the President and the Con-
gress of the United States to consider their resolution adopted
January 13, 1939, with reference to maintenance of county
roads; to the Committee on Roads.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:
By Mr. ASHBROOK:
H. R. 3068. A bill granting an increase of pension to Lois E.
Garrett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
By Mr. BOLAND:
H.R.3069. A bill for the relief of Katharine W. Murray
trust: to the Committee on Claims.
By Mr. BROWN of Ohio:
H.R.3070. A bill granting an increase of pension to
Martha J. Evans; to the Committee on Invalld Pensions.
By Mr. CARLSON:
H.R. 3071. A bill for the relief of Dr. Alfred ODonnell and
others; to the Committee on Claims.
By Mr. CELLER:
H.R.3072. A bill granting a pension to Charles J. Rague;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
By Mr. CHAPMAN:
H.R.3073. A bill for the relief of John Larison; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.
By Mr. CLAYPOOL:
H.R.3074. A bill for the relief of Edgar Green; to the
Commitiee on Claims.
By Mr. CLUETT:
H.R. 3075. A bill granting an increase of pension to Mary I.
Pingrey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
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By Mr. COLE of Maryland:

H.R. 3076. A bill granting a pension to Howard E. Tolison;
to the Committee on Pensions.

H.R.3077. A bill for the relief of Adam Casper; to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. DALY:

H.R.3078. A bill for the relief of A. D. Cummins & Co.,

Inc.; to the Committee on Claims.
By Mr. DEMPSEY:

H.R.3079. A bill granting compensation to Reuben R.

Hunter; to the Committee on Claims.
By Mr. DOWELL:

H.R.3080. A bill granting an increase of pension to Ada-

line Loftus; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
By Mr. EBERHARTER:

H.R. 3081. A bill for the relief of Margaret B. Nonnenberg;

to the Committee on Claims.
By Mr. FISH:

H.R.3082. A bill for the relief of Frank Gedney; to the

Committee on Claims.
By Mr. FULMER:

H. R. 3083. A bill for the relief of Addie T. Caughman and

Grace Roberts; to the Committee on Claims.
By Mr. GEYER of California:

H.R.3084, A bill for the relief of Violet Dewey; to the

Committee on Claims.
By Mr. HESS:

H.R. 3085. A bill for the relief of the Bruckmann Co.; to
the Committee on Claims.

H.R.3086. A bill for the relief of Joseph Lawrence Rusche;
to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. KEOGH:

H.R.3087. A bill for the relief of Gdynia America Line,
Inc., of New York City, N. ¥.; to the Committee on Claims.

H.R.3088. A bill for the relief of Pauline B. Raphael;
to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. LUDLOW :

H. R. 3089. A bill for the relief of Margaret Dunn; to the

Committee on War Claims.
By Mr. McGEHEE:

H. R. 3090. A bill for the relief of C. R. Henderson; to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. MANSFIELD:

H. R. 3091. A bill for the relief of Col. Ernest Graves;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. MURDOCK of Arizona:

H. R. 3092. A bill granting an increase of pension to

Lorenzo D. Walters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
By Mrs. O'DAY:

H. R. 3093. A bill for the relief of Felix Kusman; to the
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

H. R. 3094. A bill for the relief of Luise Ehrenfeld; to the
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

H. R. 3095. A hill for the relief of Mirko Markovich; to
the Committee on’ Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. O'TOOLE:

H. R. 3096. A bill for the relief of Yankiel Owsianka, alias
Jack Singer; to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization.

By Mr. SHANLEY:

H.R.3097. A bill for the relief of Lulu M. Peiper; to the
Committee on Claims.

H. R. 3098. A bill for the relief of James E. Breslin; to the
Committee on World War Veterans’ Legislation.

H.R.3099. A bill to place Edwin H. Brainard on the
retired list of the Marine Corps; to the Committee on Naval
Affairs.

H.R.3100. A bill for the relief of Capt. Francis H. A.
McKeon; to the Committee on Claims.

H.R.3101. A bill for the relief of David W. Morgan; to
the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. SPRINGER:

H.R.3102. A bill granting a pension to Sarah J. Wilder;

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
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H. R. 3103. A bill granting an increase of pension to Louise
Essenmacher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
By Mr. SMITH of West Virginia:
H.R. 3104. A bill for the relief of Kyle Blair; to the Com=
mittee on Claims.
By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee:
H.R.3105. A bill for the relief of C. C. Tulloch; to the
Committee on Claims.
H.R.3106. A bill for the relief of Harry Waller; to the
Committee on Claims.
H. R. 3107. A bill for the relief of Gordon W. Lovin; to the
Committee on Claims.
H.R. 3108. A bill for the relief of R. E. Rule; to the Com-
mittee on Civil Service,
By Mr. THOMASON:
H.R.3109. A bill for the relief of Helen Louise Giles; to
the Committee on Claims.
By Mr. WELCH.:
H.R.3110. A bill for the relief of the Pacific Telephone &
Telegraph Co.; to the Committee on Claims.

PETITIONS, ETC,

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, pefitions and papers were
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

424, By Mr. ANGELL: Petition of certain citizens of Port-
land, Oreg., protesting against the lifting of the so-called
Spanish embargo; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

425. By Mr. BALL: Petition of certain citizens of Middle-
town, Conn., favoring our adherence to the general policy of
neutrality as enunciated in the act of August 31, 1935, and
in the act of May 1, 1937; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

426. By Mr, CHIPERFIELD: Petition of certain citizens of
St. Augustine, Ill., urging the amending of the Neutrality Act
to include civil conflicts; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

427. By Mr. COFFEE of Washington: Resolution of Grays
Harbor Council, Washington Commonwealth Federation,
Aberdeen, Wash., urging that the Dies committee has ac-
cepted evidence of rumor and opinion without a basis of fact;
asserting that the committee has used investigators who are
known stooges and strikebreakers; stating that the commit-
tee has used its facilities to interfere with the election of
progressive men to public office; and therefore opposing ap-
propriations for the confinuation of such committee; to the
Committee on Rules.

428. Also, resolution of the Hollywood Anti-Nazi League,
Hollywood, Calif., charging that the Dies committee investi-
gating un-American activities allowed perjured witnesses to
fill its records with false testimony and permitted the com-
mittee hearings to be used to damage New Deal candidates in
political campaigns; asserting that no opportunity was af-
forded those against whom charges were promiscuously
hurled to appear before said committee and testify regarding
same; therefore urging that Congress refuse a further grant
of money for said committee’s continuation; to the Committee
on Rules.

429. By Mr. CROWTHER: Petition of certain citizens of
Schenectady, N. Y., urging adherence to the present neutral-
ity law; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

430. Also, petition of certain citizens of Gloversville, N, Y.,
urging retention on the statute books of the further and
corollary principle enunciated in the act of May 1, 1937, ex-
tending the original act to include civil as well as interna-
tional conflicts; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

431. Also, petition of certain citizens of Gloversville and
Johnstown, N, Y., urging that the embargo against Loyalist
Spain be lifted; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

432. By Mr. DALY : Petition of Rev. George T. Montague
and 3,740 other citizens of the Fourth Congressional District
of Pennsylvania, protesting against the lifting of the Spanish
embargo; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

433. Also, petition of Rev. E, F. Cunnie and several hun-
dred other citizens of the Fourth Congressional District of
Pennsylvania, protesting against lifting the Spanish em-
bargo; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.
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434, By Mr. HARTER of New York: Resolution of the
Knights of Columbus, Buffalo Council, No. 184, Buffalo,
N. Y., urging that they go on record opposing any change
in existing legislation which would in any way lessen the
obligation of our Government to observe strict neutrality
with regard to the civil conflict now raging in Spain; to the
Committee on Foreign Aflairs.

435. Also, resolution of the Holy Name Society, St. Francis
de Sales parish, Buffalo, N. Y., and the Polish Priests’ Asso-
ciation, Diocese of Buffalo, Buffalo, N. Y., urging that their
secretary petition the Congress, for as long as we shall adhere
to the general policy of neutrality as enunciated in the act
of August 31, 1935, to retain on our statute books the further
and corollary principle enunciated in the act of May 1, 1937,
extending the original act to include civil as well as interna-
tional conflicts; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

436. Also, petition of the Buffalo Teachers’ Union, Local
No. 377, American Federation of Teachers, Buffalo, N. Y,
protesting against taxation which will jeopardize the pension
funds of civil service or educational employees and against
increased burdens on the States and municipalities through
Federal taxation of State and municipal revenues and non-
reciprocal taxation of State and municipal bonds; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

437. Also, petition of the members of the Holy Name Union
of the diocese of Buffalo, N. Y.; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

438. By Mr. HAWKS: Petition of 86 residents of Cross
Plains, Wis., protesting against any change in the neutrality
policy of this country; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

439. By Mr. HOUSTON: Petition of certain citizens of
Newton, Kans., and vicinity, urging that for as long as we
shall adhere to the general policy of neutrality as enunciated
in the act of August 31, 1935, to retain on our statute books
the further and corollary principle enunciated in the act of
May 1, 1937, extending the original act to include civil as
well as international conflicts; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

440. By Mr. JOHNS: Petition of Richard Finnel and 20
other citizens of Denmark and Maribel, Wis., petitioning the
Congress of the United States to adhere to the general policy
of neutrality contained in the act of August 31, 1935, to re-
tain on our statute books the further and corollary principle
enunciated in the act of May 1, 1937, extending the original
act to include civil as well as international conflicts; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

441, Also, petition of J. M. Steingraeber and 152 other resi-
dents of Kewaunee, Wis., petitioning the Congress of the
United States to adhere to the general policy of neutrality
as enunciated in the act of August 31, 1935, to retain on our
statute books the further and corollary principle enunciated
in the act of May 1, 1937, extending the original act to in-
clude civil as well as international confiicts; to the Commit-
tee on Foreign Affairs.

442, Also, petition of Rev. L. M. Schorn and 19 other resi-
dents of Wausaukee, Wis,, petitioning the Congress of the
United States to adhere to the general policy of neutrality
contained in the act of August 31, 1935, to retain on our
statute books the further and corollary principle set forth in
the act of May 1, 1937, extending the original act to include
civil as well as international conflicts; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

443. Also, petition of George Zettel, Maplewood, Wis., and
107 other citizens of Maplewood, Forestville, and Sawyer,
‘Wis., petitioning the Congress of the United States to adhere
tc the general policy of neutrality as enunciated in the act
of August 31, 1935, to retain on our statute books the further
and corollary principle set forth in the act of May 1, 1937,
extending the original act to include civil as well as interna-
tional confiicts; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

444. Also, petition of Cyril Virlee, of Brussels, Wis., and 53
other residents of Brussels, Forestville, and Sawyer, Wis.,
petitioning the Congress of the United States to adhere to
the general policy of neutrality as enunciated in the act of
August 31, 1935, to retain on our statute books the further

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

JANUARY 23

and corollary principle enunciated in the act of May 1, 1937,
extending the original act to include civil as well as interna-
tional conflicts; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

445, Also, petition of Francis Murphy and 49 other citizens
of Manitowoec, Wis., petitioning the Congress of the United
States to adhere to the general policy of neutrality enun-
ciated in the act of August 31, 1935, to retain on our statute
books the further and corollary principle enunciated in the
act of May 1, 1937, extending the original act to include civil
as well as international conflicts; to the Commiitee on For-
eign Affairs.

446. Also, petition of T. C. Berceau and 53 other residents
of Green Bay, Wis., petitioning the Congress of the United
States to adhere to the general policy of neutrality enun- -
ciated in the act of August 31, 1935, to retain on our statute
books the further and corollary principle enunciated in the
act of May 1, 1937, extending the original act to include eivil
as well as international conflicts; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs.

447, Also, petition of B. H. Pennings and 322 other resi-
dents of West De Pere, Green Bay, and De Pere, Wis., urging
the Congress of the United States to adhere to the general
policy of neutrality enunciated in the act of August 31, 1935,
to retain on our statute books the further and corollary prin-
ciple enunciated in the act of May 1, 1937, extending the
original act to include civil as well as international conflicts;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

448, Also, petition of Father John ODonovan and 289
other residents of Appleton, Wis., respectfully petitioning
the President and Congress of the United States to adhere
to the general policy of neutrality as enunciated in the act
of August 31, 1935, to retain on our statute books the fur-
ther and corollary act to include civil as well as international
conflicts; also urging that Congress launch an investigation
of those leftist groups which are sponsoring propaganda
favoring the lifting of the embargo on arms fo “red” Spain;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

449, Also, petition of Harry Blick and 21 other citizens of
Appleton, Wis., respectfully petitioning the President and
Congress of the United States to adhere to the general policy
of neutrality as enunciated in the act of August 31, 1935, to
retain on our statue books the further and corollary act to
include civil as well as international conflicts, also urging
that Congress launch an investigation of those leftist groups
which are sponsoring favoring the lifting of the embargo on
arms to “red” Spain; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

450. Also, petition of Glenfred Demro and 28 other residents
of Goodman, Wis., respectfully petitioning the Congress of
the United States to adhere to the general policy of neutrality
as enunciated in the act of August 31, 1935, to retain on our
statute books the further and corollary principle enunciated
in the act of May 1, 1937, extending the original act to include
civil as well as international conflicts; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

451. Also, petition of Robert Baumgart and 35 other resi-
dents of Maribel and Denmark, Wis., petitioning the Congress
of the United States to adhere to the general policy of neu-
trality as enunciated in the act of August 31, 1935, to retain
on our statute books the further and corollary principle enun-
ciated in the act of May 1, 1937, extending the original act to
include civil as well as international conflicts; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

452, Also, petition of Rev. W. Eoutnik and 22 other citizens
of Reedsville, Wis., urging the Congress of the United States
to adhere to the general policy of neutrality as contained in
the act of August 31, 1935, to retain on our statute books the
further and corollary principle enunciated in the act of May
1, 1937, extending the original act to include civil as well as
international conflicts; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

453. Also, petition of Dr. F. A. Komoroske and 19 other resi-
dents of Algoma, Wis., petitioning the Congress of the United
States to adhere to the general policy of neutrality as enunci-
ated in the act of August 31, 1935, to retain on our statue
books the further and corollary principle enunciated in the
act of May 1, 1937, extending the original act to include civil
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as well as international conflicts; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs.

454, Also, petition of August C. Engels and family, and 43
other signers on cards, petitioning the Congress of the United
States to adhere to the general policy of neutrality as enunci-
ated in the act of August 31, 1935, to retain on our statute
books the further and corollary principle enunciated in the
act of May 1, 1937, extending the original act to include ecivil
as well as international conflicts; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs.

455. By Mr. KEAN: Petition of Wilbert V. Kinney and sun-
dry other citizens of the Twelfth Congressional District of
New Jersey, urging consideration of the subject of neutrality
as enunciated in the act of August 31, 1935, and the act of
May 1, 1937; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

456. By Mr. KINZER: Petition of the Lions Club of Mari-
etta, Pa., setting forth a declaration of policy on the subject
of neutrality; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

457, Also, petition of 34 citizens of the State Teachers Col-
lege, West Chester, Pa., setting forth a declaration of policy
on the subject of neutrality; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

458. By Mr. LANDIS: Petition of the members of the Ameri-
can Association of University Women of Bloomington, Ind.,
expressing their views on the present neutrality law; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

459, By Mr. LESINSKI: Resolution of the City Council of
the City of Wyandotte, Mich., requesting the Federal Works
Progress Administration Administrator to rescind the lay-off
order and continue mothers and women on present projects;
also to reemploy on Works Progress Administration projects
all persons previously employed on projects whose unemploy-
ment insurance has run out; to the Commiftee on Appro-
priations.

460. Also, resolution of the mayor and Common Council of
the City of Lincoln Park, Mich., requesting the Works Progress
Administration to rescind the lay-off order and continue
mothers and women on present, projects; also to reemploy on
Works Progress Administration projects all persons previ-
ously employed whose unemployment insurance has run out;
to the Committee on Appropriations,

461. Also, resolution of the Polish Activities League, De-
troit, Mich., opposing the lifting of the embargo on arms to
Spain, opposing aid and comfort to combatants, and recom-
mending an investigation of such conditions; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

462. Also, resolution of the Detroit Municipal Employees
Club, Inc., Detroit, Mich., protesting against any proposal for
retroactive taxation of municipal employees’ salaries and
taxation of State and municipal bonds; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

463. Also, resolution of the Council of the City of Highland
Park, Mich.,, opposing taxing of municipal securities and
revenues of States and municipalities; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

464, Also, resolution of the Common Council of the City of
Ann Arbor, Mich., opposing Federal taxation of municipal
revenues, bonds, and incomes of municipal employees; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

465. By Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts: Petition of Du-
rant H, Macomber and 30 residents of Taunton, Mass., urg-
ing passage of the General Welfare Act; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

466. By Mr. PFEIFER: Petition of the Brooklyn Heights
Americanization Committee, Brooklyn, N. Y., urging contin-
uation of the Dies investigating committee; to the Committee
on Rules,

467. By Mr. PLUMLEY: Memorial of the Vermont League
of Women Voters, through their president, Irene Cheney, of
Randolph, stating their interest in providing discrimination
in the application of embargoes if there is intended revision
of the Neutrality Act; to the Commitiee on Foreign Affairs.

468. Also, petition of 20 citizens of Montpelier, Vt., and
the SS. Donation and Rogatian Parish, Randolph, Vt., urging
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that so long as the Neutrality Act of August 31, 1935, is ad-
hered to, the further corollary principle enunciated in the act
of May 1, 1937, be retained on the statute books; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

469. Also, memorial of 30 citizens of Rutland, Vt., peti-
tioning enactment by the Seventy-sixth Congress of the
General Welfare Act (House bill 2); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

470. By Mr. REED of Illinois: Petition of William F. EKorst,
Joliet, Il1l, and 49 interested persons, recommending the
adherence to the general policy of neutrality as enunciated
in the act of May 1, 1935; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

471. By Mr. SANDAGER: Petition of the City Council of
Providence, urging retention as a part of the national defi-
ciency appropriation bill, such provisicns as will continue the
reimbursement for nonlabor items to municipalities carrying
on the Works Progress Administration projects on the basis
of $7 per man per month; to the Committee on Appropria-
tions.

472. By Mr. SCHIFFLER: Petition of Reverend Francis J.
Flanagan Council, No. 1907, Knights of Columbus, Mounds-
ville, W. Va., and 64 members, urging the United States Sen-
ators and Representatives to vote to retain the act of May 1,
1937, extending our neutrality to civil as well as interna-
tional conflicts, and to keep the Spanish embargo; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

473. Also, petition of the Ohio County Teachers’ Associa-
tion, Wheeling, W. Va., urging the passage of a hill to pre-
vent the retroactive application of any Federal tax upon the
employees of the States and their instrumentalities; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

474. By Mr. TENEROWICZ: Resolution of the Enights of
Columbus of New Haven, Conn., urging that the Government
of the United States adhere strictly to its present policy of
absolute neutrality with respect to the war in Spain; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

475. Also, petitions of Marie Tocco and other citizens of
Detroit, Mich., urging the Congress to adhere strictly to the
general policy of neutrality; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs,

476. By Mr, TERRY: Memorial of the Senate of the State
of Arkansas (the House of Representatives of the State of
Arkansas concurring therein), urging that the Congress of
the United States of America, acting through the United
States Department of Agriculture, establish, or cause to be
established, a soil-erosion experimental station in Arkansas
adequate to serve the needs of the farmers in the Harsville
soil area; to the Committee on Agriculture.

477. By Mr. VAN ZANDT': Resolution of American Legion
Post No. 516, Hollidaysburg, Pa., approving the resolution of
the Dies committee; to the Committee on Rules.

478. Also, resolution of the Twenty-first Bicounty Council
of the American Legion, condemning un-American propa-
ganda and activities; to the Committee on Rules.

479, By the SPEAKER: Petition of Walter J. O'Brien,
Bronx, New York, petitioning with reference to neutrality;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

480. Also, petition of the South Jersey Port Commission,
Camden, N. J., petitioning consideration of their resolution
with reference to commercial fishing boats; to the Committee
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

481. Also, petition of the American Legion, Herman Schu-
macher Post, No. 921, Dolgeville, N. Y., petitioning considera-
tion of their resolution with reference to the Dies commit-
tee; to the Committee on Rules.

482, Also, petition of the Allied Patriotic Societies, Ine.,
New York, petitioning consideration of their resolution
adopted January 11, 1939, with reference to the deportation
of illegally entered criminals; to the Committee on Immigra-
tion and Naturalization.

483. Also, petition of the International Union, United Auto-
mobile Workers of America, Detroit, Mich., petitioning con-
sideration of their resolution with reference to the National
Labor Relations Act; to the Committee on Labor.
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484. Also, petition of the International Union, United Auto-
mobile Workers of America, Detroit, Mich., petitioning con-
sideration of their resolution with reference to the National
Labor Relations Act; to the Committee on Appropriations.

485. Also, petition of the International Union, United Auto-
mobile Workers of America, Detroit, Mich., petitioning con-
sideration of their resolution with reference to the National
Labor Relations Act; to the Committee on Labor.

486. Also, petition of the Missouri State Society, Sons of
the American Revolution, St. Louis, Mo., petitioning consid-
eration of their resolution with reference to the Dies com-
mittee; to the Committee on Rules.

487, Also, petition of Al Kojetinsky, of St. Louis, Mo., peti-
tioning consideration of their resolution with reference to
rehabilitation project in southeast Missouri; to the Commit-
tee on Appropriations.

488. Also, petition of the Holy Name Society of St. An-
thony Parish, Milwaukee, Wis., petitioning consideration of
their petition with reference to neutrality; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

489, Also, petition of National Lawyers Guild, New York,
petitioning consideration of their resolution dated January
18, 1939, with reference to Dies committee; to the Committee
on Rules.

490. Also, petition of the Mining and Metallurgical Society
of America, New York, petitioning consideration of their bul-
letin No. 248, dated January 1939, with reference to taxation;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

SENATE
TUESDAY, JANUARY 24, 1939
(Legislative day of Tuesday, January 17, 1939)

The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian, on the expiration
of the recess.
THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. BargrLeEy, and by unanimous consent,
the reading of the Journal of the proceedings of the calendar
day Monday, January 23, was dispensed with, and the
Journal was approved.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the President of the United
States were communicated to the Senate by Mr. Latta, one
of his secretaries.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr.
Chaffee, one of its reading clerks, announced that the House
had passed a bill (H. R. 2868) making appropriations to
supply deficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1939, to provide supplemental appro-
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1939, and for
other purposes, in which it requested the concurrence of the
Senate.

THE LATE SENATOR EDWARD P, COSTIGAN

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. President, before the Senate begins the
consideration of the relief joint resolution, I desire to make
a brief statement on a matter which is rather close to me.

My friend and former colleague, ex-Senator Edward P.
Costigan, of Colorado, passed away at his home in Denver on
Tuesday, January 17, 1939. i

Senator Costigan served in the United States Senate from
March 4, 1931, until ill health forced his retirement from
active duties in March 1936. The record of his life and his
achievements is written large in the history of his State and
the Nation, so that no recital of them is necessary; but I do
wish to express a few words of personal appreciation of his
character and services and my regret at his passing.

Senator Costigan was one of the most courteous, consider-
ate, and best-liked Senators who ever sat in this body. He
was a gentleman in the best and truest meaning of the term.
He was gifted with an unusually fine mind, which had been
cultivated and developed by a lifetime of study and thought.
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He devoted the major efforts of his life to the advocacy and
support of measures for the promotion of the public welfare.
He always held close to his heart the interests of the less
fortunate and the underprivileged. He never hesitated or
faltered in his course because of fear of consequences,

The illness and death of Senator Costigan was a severe
loss to his friends, his State, and his country. He will be
remembered and mourned by an army of devoted friends and
admirers throughout the land.

I submit as a part of my remarks an editorial from the
‘Washington News very appropriately but briefly commenting
upon the life and public services of Senator Costigan. I ask
to have it printed in the Recorp at this point.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the editorial
will be printed in the REcorp. :

The editorial is as follows:

COSTIGAN OF COLORADO

Edward P..Costigan literally wore himself out in the service of
the American people. His whole career was a battle for the gen-
eral welfare, fought with those flnest of weapons—intelligence
and courage.

There was nothing of the opportunist in him. He supported
causes because he believed them to be right, even when he knew
them to be unpopular.

As a lawyer he defended the coal-mine strikers of Ludlow when
that meant the enmity of the most powerful influences in Colo-
rado. He followed Theodore Roosevelt into the Progressive Party
and labored against hopeless odds to keep that party alive after
the defeat of 1912. He enlisted to promote Woodrow Wilson's
tariff ideals and remained a minority member of the Tariff Com-
mission through the Harding-Coolidge tions to resist
the sabotage of those ideals. He was elected to the Senate 2
years before the New Deal, but the liberal policies which he sup-

ported and in large measure inspired represented the convictions
of a lifetime.

We felt it as a great when Senator Costigan’s health
broke under thé strain of ceaseless, selfless work and he found
it impossible to be a candidate for reelection in 1936. He was
not one who could be content in idleness. Years of inaction
when there was so much n to be done, so many disad-
vantaged people needing help, could have brought him little but
unhappiness. We think of his death as a merciful release to rest
well earned by one of the most gallant men we have known in
public life.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, the Senator from Colo-
rado has asked that a newspaper clipping be printed as a
part of his remarks. Does it include the poem which was
read at Senator Costigan’s funeral?

Mr. ADAMS. It does not.

Mr. NORRIS. Will the Senator permit me to have the
poem inserted in the Recorp following his remarks?

Mr. ADAMS. Ii will be a pleasure to me if the Senator
from Nebraska will do it now. I have concluded what I
had to say.

Mr. NORRIS. I ask unanimous consent to insert in the
Recorp at this point a clipping from the Rocky Mountain
News, which includes a poem on life in general written by
Senator Costigan himself and read at his funeral. I re-
ceived the poem from the ex-Governor of Colorado, Hon.
William E. Sweet.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
ordered.

The article and poem are as follows:

[From the Rocky Mountain News of January 20, 1939]

CosTicAN'S OwN PoEM oN LiFE READ AT FUNERAL—VERSES WRITTEN
Just BEFORE DEATH CoMMEND “BoLp EXISTENCE”

A poem written a few months ago by former Senator Edward P.
Costigan as symbolic of his life was read at his funeral yesterday
by the Very Rev. Paul Roberts, dean of St. John's Cathedral.

Political and personal friends, many of whom could not get into
the crowded Costigan home at 1642 Detroit Street, where the
services were held, stood in silence while the dean recited A Light-
ning-Shattered Pine. The poem read:

Let aspen crowds salaam the storm;

I was the pine, my monarch form,

Crag spurning, backward frowned the cloud,
Till lightnings wrapped me in their shroud.
Rich is their need who own no fears,

Upon the mountain top of years.

I lie; my monster limbs divide

And, blasted, waste, but save their pride.

My downfall is old prophecy

For which no fellow mourning be,

Without objection, it is so
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